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Tuinty-E1cutu Coneress, Ist Session. 


! 
rolled joint resolution (H. R. No. 35) of thanks 


of Congress to the volunteer soldiers who have 
reénlisted in the Army; and it was thereupon 
ned by the Vice President. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 


Ordered, Thatthe petition and other papers in the case of 
F. W. Lander be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 


PUBLIC LOANS. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I am instructed by the | 


Committee on Finance,to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. No. 265) supplementary to an act en- 
titled ** An act to provide ways and means for 
the supportof the Government,” approved March 
3, 1863, to report it back without amendment; 
and as the time is very pressing about it, and it 
can be easily understood—it is merely a slight 
change of the law as it at present exists with ref- 
erence to the issue of bonds—I will ask that it 
be considered at the present time. 

Mr. POWELL. | desire to ask the Senator 
from Maine if that bill authorizes the issue of any 
more five-twenty bonds? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir. If the Senator 
will hear it read, he will see what it does author- 
ize. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. No. 265) supplementary to an act en- 
titled ‘An act to provide ways and means for the 
support of the Government,’’ approved March 
3, 1863. It proposes to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in lieu of so much of the loan 
authorized by the act of March 3, 1863, to which 
this is supplementary, to borrow, from time to | 
time, on the credit of the United States, not ex- 
ceeding $200,000,000 during the current fiscal 
year, and to prepare and issue therefor coupon or 
registered bonds of the United States, bearing date | 
March 1, 1864, or any subsequent period, redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the Government after any 
period not less than five years, and payable atany 
period not more than forty years from date, and 
of such denominations as may be found expe- 
dient, not less than fifty dollars, bearing interest 
not exceeding six per cent. a year, payable, on 
bonds not over $100, annually, and on all other 
bonds semi-annually, in coin; and he may dis- 
ne of such bonds at any time, on such termsas 
ie may deem most advisable, for lawful money 
of the United States, or, at his discretion, for 
Treasury notes, certificates of indebtedness, or | 
certificates of deposit issued under any act of 
Congress; and all bonds issued under this act are 
to be exempt from taxation by or under State or 
municipal authority. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is to pay the necessary expenses of the prep- 
aration, issue, and disposal of such bonds, but the 
amount so paid is not to exceed one half of one 
per cent. of the amount of the bonds so issued and 
disposed of. 

It proposes also to authorize the Secretary of | 
the Treasury to issue, to persons who subscribed 
on or before the Qist of January, 1864, for bonds 
redeemable after five years and payable twenty 
years from date, and have paid into the Treasury 
the amount of their subscriptions, the bonds by 
them respectively subscribed for, not exceeding 
$11,000,000, notwithstanding that such subscrip- 
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ions may be in excess of $500,000,000; and the | 
bonds so issued are to have the same force and 
effect as if issued under the provisions of the act 
toauthorize the issue of United States notes, and 
for other purposes, approved February 26, 1862. | 
Mr. FESSENDEN. [answered the question | 
put by the Senator from Kentucky a moment ago 
rather hastily. The last section does specifically 
authorize the issue of five-twenties to the amount 
of about eleven million dollars, in consequence of | 
there being subscriptions over the amount author- | 
ized by the law and the money having been paid 
'N Upon them to that amount. It will be observed | 
also that under the bill as it stands the Secretary | 
might lmve power to issue five-twenty bonds. [t 
*ays that the bonds to be issued shall be payable 
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in not less than five and not over forty years. It 
varies from the original act which we passed at 
the last session, authorizing a large amount of what 
might be called ten-forties to be issued, by redu- 
cing the minimum to five years. It is not the in- 
tention, however, as I understand, of the Secretary 
to issue five-twenties, but a paper of different de- 
nomination, to run for not less that five but fora 
longer time than twenty years. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance if this bill makes any 
other alteration whatever in the law, except re- 
ducing the lowest period in which the §200,000,000 
may be redeemed from ten to five years? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 do not see that there is 
any other. , 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ithought there seemed to 
be a little difference from the reading of the bill. 
It bs not stated in this bill that the ultimate re- 
demption is to be in coin. 
original bill authorizing the loan of $900,000,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This is in lieu of an 
amount authorized by the original bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then the omission of those 
words will not affect the payment of the principal 
in coin? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Theattention of the com- 
mittee was not called to that. 1 ask the Secretary 
to read that portion of the bill again. It is the 
first part of the bill. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

That, in lieu of so much of the toan authorized by the 
act of March 3, 1863, to which this is supplementary, the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to borrow, from 


time to time, on the credit of the United States, not ex- 
ceeding $290,000,000 during the current fiseal year, and to 


a 


| prepare and issue therefor coupon or registered bonds of the 


United States, bearing date March 1, 1864, or any subse- 
quent period, redeemable at the pleasure of the Govern 
nent after any period not less than five years, and payable 
at any period not more than forty years from date, and of 
such denominations as may be found expedient, not less 
than fifty dollars, bearing interest not exceeding six per 
cent. a year, payable, on bonds not over $100, annually, and 
on all other bouds semi-annually, in coin; and he may dis 
pose of such bonds at any time, on such terms as be may 


deem most advisable, forlawful money of the United States, | 
or, at his discretion, for Treasury notes, certificates of in- | 


debtedness, or certificates of deposit issued under any act 
of Congress. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. That is sufficient. Itis 
ayable in coin. 


Mr. POWELL. 
ond section of the bill. 
these words: 


‘Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, Vhat the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, to persons who 
subscribed on or before the 2ist day of January, 1564, for 
bonds redeemable after five years and payable twenty years 
from date, and have paid into the ‘Treasury the amount of 
their subscriptions, the bonds by them reapectively sub 
scribed for, not exceeding $11,000,000, notwithstanding 
that sueh subscript:ons may be in excess of $500,000,000 ; 
and the bonds so issued shall have the same foree and eft 
fectas if issued under the provisions of the act to authorize 
the issue of United States notes, and for other purposes, 
approved February 26, 1862.” 


The second section is in 


By the quotations in the newspapers I see that 
these five-twenty bonds are selling at a premium 
of about seven per cent.; that is, they are worth 


seven per cent. more than the paper money com- || 
If you authorize | 


monly called ‘* greenbacks.”’ 


the Secretary of the Treasury to issue to these 


persons $11,000,000 of these bonds which they || 


subscribed forafter the $500,000,000 authorized to 
be issued had been subscribed for, you will give 
to those persons about seven hundred thousand 
dollars; because the bonds are worth more by that 
amount of money than the money they have given 
for them. Ido notthinkthatany such law ought 
to pass. It will be virtually giving to those per- 
sons about seven hundred thousand dollars, or 
over thatamount. It is manifestly unjust to the 
Government that itshould be done. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The fact is simply as has 
been stated, that in the subscription for these 
bonds they run over the amount of $500,000,000. 
The persons who made the subscriptions have 
paid their money to some extent—I do not know 
exactly what the arrangement was with reference 
to that—and this bill simply authorizes the per- 
formance of that contract on the part of the Gov- 


That is stated in the | 


I move tostrike out the sec- | 
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ernment with those persons. To be sure those 
bonds have risen in value somewhat; but the Sen- 
ate will judge whether justice does not require that 
the persons who thus subscribed, the amount 
| being so comparatively small, should receive their 
bonds. They make nothing out of the Govern- 
ment by itat all. The Government have no more 
| to sell, and therefore the Government loses noth- 
ing by it. 
Mr. POWELL. The law authorized the issue 
of $500 ,000 ,000 of five-twenty bonds, butit seems 
the subscriptions went some eleven millions over 
that amount, and this bill proposes to issue bonds 
to those persons who subscribed the eleven mil- 
lions over the amount authorized. When those 
persons subscribed they knew the limitation in 
the law on the issue of those five-twenty bonda, 
The Government was not bound in any way 
whatever, in faith or otherwise, to issue more. 
Indeed, it could not issue more under the law aa 
it then and now exists than the $500,000,000. 
| Now, those persons who subscribed to the amount 

over and above the $500,000,000 come here and 
| demand, or at least it is proposed to pass a law 
authorizing the issue of five-twenty bonds for 
those $11,000,000. The Government had better 
pay them back their money, because these bonds 
to-day are worth $700,000 more than the money 
they paid. If they have subscribed for bonds 
that cannot be issued, the Government can but 
give them back their money, and in that there is 
no breach of faith. JI look upon this section as 
giving absolutely away, of the Government funds, 
$700,000 to those persons. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam informed the mode 
| adopted was, that those who subscribed paid in 

their money absolutely, ‘The Government have 

had the use of it. Now, what does the Senator 
propose todo? Pay back the money with inter- 
est, or pay it back without interest?) Who is to 

perform the contract? [donot see thatany harm 

is done, and I think justice requires that these 
| bonds should be issued. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question has been put 
to me by a Senator as to how this subseription 
occurred. It occurred in this way: through the 
agency adopted by the ae of the Treasury 
fully two thousand five hundred persons, banks, 
corporations, bankers, &c., all over this country 
from California to Mainé, were employed to ne- 
gotiate the five-twenty loan. When the loan was 
aboutto be exhausted there was an eager demand 
forit,and I believe on the last day that the subscrip- 
tion books were open, from six to seven millions 
were subscribed and the money was paid in. lt was 
| impossible to tell precisely when the $500,000 ,000 
were exhausted, on account of the extent of the 
country and the magnitude of the operations. It 
seems that the loan was really exhausted a da 
or two before it was known at the Treasury De- 
partment, because these subscriptions did not 
come in in the ordinary course of operations for 
| a day or two, and sometimes three or four days. 
| In this way an excess som@where between nine 
|} and eleven millions was subscribed over the 
| amount authorized by law. The money was 
| sent from all parts of the country and went into 
| the Treasury of the United ‘3tates, and has been 
| expended. But when they came to issue these 
| bonds it was found that the amount subseribed 
| for was in excess of the amount authorized by 

law. The only question occurs, whether the 
| money with interest shall be paid back to those 
| persons who subscribed for the stock, or whether 
the additional amount shall be authorized by law, 
From this statement of the proposition, | think 
| itis manifest the Government is bound to issue 
to these parties these bonds. ‘They subseribed for 
them in good faith, ignorant of the fact that the 
$500,000,000 were exhausted. The Government 
could not tellexactly when to suspend the opera- 
tion of this agency system scattered throughout 


|| the United States; and it is manifestly propes 


that the Government should furnish the bonds 
subscribed and paid for. 

‘The Senator from Kentucky says it is a loss to 
| the Government of $700,000. He is mistaken in 
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dollars; that is, the bonds could be thrown on the 
market to-day and sold for about four hundred 
thousand dollars more than the Government real 

ized from them; because from the Ist of Novem- 
ber interest has been going on, and that must be 
deducted from the seven per cent, premium. But 
that is not a loss to us,as the Senator from lowa 
{[Mr. Grimes] suggests to me, 
money in December and November and expended 
the money, and surely we ought to furnish these 
parties with their securities, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Ohio whether I understood him 
correctly as saying that the Treasury Department 
had a great number of agencies over the country 
for the sale of these bonds; whether there was a 
direct agency on the part of any bank in connec- 
tion with the ‘Treasury Department, except one 
particular bank; and it so, how many? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose the Senator is 
perfectly familiar with the mode in which this 
loan was negotiated. The Secretary of the'Treas- 
ury employed one agent, and, if time were not 
wasted in doing so, | might explain the mode in 
which this agency wasconducted, lam prepared 


to do so fully at some proper time. This agent, | 


Jay Cooke & Co., employed all the banks and 
bankers and associations throughout the United 
States to aid them in distributing and spreading 
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that. The loss is about four hundred thousand | 





these Departments should be kept strictly within 


the limits of their authority, | wanted to know | 


whether the Secretary of the Treasury appropri- 
ated these $11,000,000 knowing at the time that 
that sum was in excess of the amount for which 


he was authorized to issue the five-twenty bonds. 


We received the | 


| ceiving $500,000,000 in money he has received | 


} In excess. 


this loan over the country; and I will venture the || 


assertion now generally, without going into par- 
ticulars as | am prepared to do on a proper occa- 


sion, that this loan was negotiated for less than | 
any similar loan was ever negotiated by any Gov- | 


ernment. The operation of spreading this loan, 
popularizing it throughout the United ‘States, has 
been more successful than any loan that | am 
aware of byany Government. The plan adopted 
was only adopted after mature consideration and 


after other plans had been tried and had failed, | 


The only agent employed by the Government was 
the firm of Jay Cooke & Co., bankers of Phila- 
delphia. They employed all these other persons, 
about twenty-five hundred in number, scattered 
throughout the United States, and took all the 
responsibility and expense of the loan. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. The answer ofthe Sena- 


tor covers the point | wished to make. I now 
wish toask him whether the money has been paid 
into the banks or into the Treasury ? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Into the Treasury. I will 


sny that in all cases before the subscription is per- | 


fect the money is to be paid into the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
tor answers the question Lasked. We received 
$11,000,000 of an excess of subscriptions which 
the chairman of the committee says was paid in. 
I wish to know whether it was paid to the banks¢ 


and is now in the vaults of the banks or whether | 


it is in the Treasury. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Itisin the Treasury, every 
dollar of it. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Lhave notseen anything 
from the Department on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
perfect the money must be paid into the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Of course it was paid in 
when the bonds were delivered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ohno, the bonds were not 
delivered for six weeks afterwards. ‘The sub- 
scription is always paid in first at one of the fixed 
depositories of the Government; but the bonds 
are not issued sometimes until six weeks after- 
wards. All these five-twenty bonds under that 
500,000,000 loan are not yet issued. I believe 
atone time the Department was back six or eight 
weeks, perhaps more, in issuing these bonds; but 
the subscription dated from the ume the money 
was paid into the ‘Treasury. ‘The Government 
had that money and disbursed it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, If the faith of the Govern- 
ment is in any manner pledged to the parties who 
subscribed that $11,000,000, it is very clear that 
the United States Government itself ought to re- 
deem it. Lunderstand the Senator from Ohio and 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance to say 
that the whole amount paid in on the subscrip- 
tion of these five-twenty bonds hasactually been 
appropriated by the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; it has been appro- 
priated by the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. JOHNSON As itis very desirable that 


[ do not think the Sena- | 


Before the subscription is | 





| 


[ do not know the amount of the loan; it is very 


large. What is theamount, I will ask the Sena- | 


tor from Ohio? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Five hundred millions. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Five hundred millions were 
authorized. ‘The Secretary of the ‘Treasury was 
authorized to receive subscriptions amounting to 
the sum of $500,000,000 and no more, because he 


had only boads to that amount to issue to the || 


partics that might subscribe; but instead of re- 


$511,000,000; so that he knew, or ought to have 
known when he found in the ‘Treasury $511,000,- 
000 subscribed in that way, that $11,000,000 were 
W hat I suggest is—I do notmake the 
suggestion with a view of voting against this bill 
—that in all these cases it is the interest of the 
Government and it is the duty of these Depart- 
ments that they should keep themselves studi- 
ously within the law. They are involving us— 
this is not the first case—in responsibilities that 
we did not mean to incur. That wasdone in the 
case of the excess of bounties which we have been 
obliged to provide for; and now we are asked to 
authorize the issuing of bonds to the extent of 


$11,000,000 on the ground that the Secretary of | 
| the ‘'reasury has received $11,000,000 when he 


ought to have known, and would have known if 
his attention had been called to it, that it was im- 
possible for him to issue bonds to that amount. 


The honorable member from Ohio and the chiair- | 
| man of the Committee on Finance say that if the 


money is to be returned it is to be returned with 
interest. That I admit. What is the difference 
between what will be the interest on the $11,000,000 
and the amount of premium which these bonds 
now command in the market? The member from 
Kentucky says that they are some seven oreight 
per cent. above par, Whatever premium these 
bonds command in the market which is more than 


| the interest we should have to pay, that amount 
| the Government loses. That is very clear. If || 


we are obliged to pay some eleven million two 
or three hundred thousand dollars because two 


or three hundred thousand dollars is the amount | 


of the interest on the $11,000,000 from the time 
we received it up to the present time and the bonds 
are worth six or seven hundred thousand dollars, 
we lose either three or four hundred thousand dol- 
lars, and we lose it because the Treasury has not 
watched as it might have done the amount of these 
subscriptions. If we could have been involved, and 
if we ave involved—and | am not prepared to say 
that we are not, as the case now stands—if we are 
properly involved to this amount of $11,000,000, 
he might easily have involved us to the amount 
of one or two hundred millions more. 

The difficulty suggested by the Senator from 


| Ohio is one that applies, as I understand, ex- 


| prepared to say. 


clusively to the subscriber and not to the 'T'reas- || 


ury Department. TheSecretary of the Treasury 
employs an individual agency. Whether thatem- 
ployment was well advised or not | am not now 
I hope it may turn out, from 
the explanation which the Senator from Ohio says 
he is prepared at the proper time to give, that it 
was well advised, and that the interests of the 
United States were very much subserved by it; 


| but that is not the opinion of a great many. But 


in consequence of employing thatindividual agen- 
cy for the purpose of circulating the information 
that such an investment might be made all over 
the United States, it was deemed impossible for 
the different sub-agents who were receiving sub- 
scriptions to know whether the United States had 
or had not bonds equivalent to the amount of the 
subscripuon. ‘The result therefore, so far as they 
were concerned, was that they could not know in 
advance; but when the Secretary of the Treasury 


, used $11,000,000 more than the $500,000,000, then 
_ he knew or ought to have known that he was 


about placing on the Government an expenditure 
they never contemplated. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think this is rather an 
unnecessary comment made by the honorable 
Senator from Maryland on a very simple trans- 
action, 
able friend and colleague on the committee, the 
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How was it as explained by my honor- | 






— ‘March 1, 


| Senator from Ohio? Why, that these agencies 
existed all over the country. They must neces. 
sarily exist all over the country. “It was AN ar 
rangement not only that might turn out well. by, 
ty iN 
ithas turned out well. We have sold our bong 
and have gotthe money. Wesold them originally 
, at par, and the credit of the Government stands 
high. Suppose we had sold another $500,000 000 
of them. Perhaps they would not be so hich 7m 
the market; but it would be for the benefit of the 
Government to have the money. The fact Was 
as the Senator perceives, and as every Senaty: 
must perceive, it was impossible to ascertain with 
any degree of accuracy the exact point where to 
stop. From the very nature of the transaction 
from the necessity of the case, it was in the hands 
of agreat number of agents, as stated by my friend 
from Ohio, all over the country; and because the 
Secretary of the Treasury was not omniscien:. 
| because he could not foresee the instant at which 
this could be stopped and the exact point at which 
| the subscription to the $500,000,000 in all these 
multitudinous agencies would be full, it resulted 
that here are a few millions more subscribed thay 
| were called for. Under the precautions which 
| were taken, the money subscribed must go into 
the Treasury, and when it goes into the Treas. 
ury it can only be taken out by an appropria- 
tion made by law, and not by the Secretary of the 
| Treasury. He cannot put his hand into the Treas. 
ury and take it out and pay it back again without 
a law of Congress. It must remain there. 

The Senator talks about its being expended, 
| Perhaps it is not expended to this day. It goes 
|| into the general mass. It cannot be distinguished 
from the $500,000,000 paid in on account of that 
loan. You cannot pick out the exact amount 
| of money and say, ** ‘That is it, and it shall be 
| paid back,’’ but it is thrown into the mass in 

the Treasury—the Senator must understand that 
| perfectly well—and there it must remain until we 
pass a law authorizing it to be taken out either to 
| be paid back to those individuals or to be used for 
some other purpose. Therefore I cannot see that 
|| there is the slightest fault in the world to be im- 
puted to the Secretary of the Treasury. He has 
done nothing illegal. It does not appear that he 
has used the money as the honorable Senator 
| states. The money is there for aught that appears. 

We are not without money in our Treasury. If 

the Senator is keen enough and understands it 
| well enough to lay his hang on the exact sum in 
| the great mass that we have received and say that 

was the sum that should have been returned of 
| that individual money, the position he has as- 

sumed might bea correct one. It does not appear 
| that this money has been used or illegally spen' 
|| [tdoes notappear that the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury has done anything wrong in relation to this 
|| matter, unless you require from him a knowledge 
that no man could possibly possess, and a power 
of foreseeing events that no man could possibly 
possess over so large an extent of country and in 
| dealing in a transaction of this description. 

This is the question that arises simply, if | un- 
|| derstand it, what shall be done in this case, 2s 
| these circumstances have happened, | suppose, 
|, from the very necessity of the transaction? The 
|| Senator says we lose so much money. Why, si, 
that does not appear. We have got to put other 
stock in the market. We have yet to put tle 
| $200,000,000 to be authorized by this bill in the 

market. What effect will that have on the five- 
| twenties? It may strike them down. I am told, 
in point of fact, that they have fallen somewhat 
since this bill was introduced. A portion of this 
premium that was spoken of is the accumulated 
interest for the half year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will mention to the Sen- 
ator that the bonds were sold a day or two ag0 
for 107, bearing interest in gold from the Ist o! 
| November last. . 
Mr. FESSENDEN. It will be seen, therefore, 
| that there is no loss to the Government. Sena- 
| tors talk about the loss to the Government! Why, 
sir, in our condition, about to issue a large quall- 
| tity of paper, I take it we should be very gl«¢ to 
| lose a great deal of money in the same way; that 
is, to get par for our bonds, and let the people 
make what they can out of them. It is nothing 
outof our pocket. It becomes, therefore, a mere 


question of propriety with reference to this com- 
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paratively small sum, whether we shall ferlfill th 
obligation, the imperfect obligation, of course, the 
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der with reference to it. I see no objec- 


we are un 


jon to It. . . 
” M JOHNSON. What I said was in answer 


<ratement, and [am replied to by a different 
catement. 1 understood the Senator from Ohio 
~ d the chairman of the Committee on Finance to 
chat we were under an obligation to issue those 
jc. because we had received the money and 

Did the Senator mean that by using the 
money all he intended to say was that the money 
was in the Treasury to be used, or did he mean 
to say that, being in the Treasury, it had been 
taken out of the Treasury? I know as well as 
the Senator from Maine that no money in the 
Treasury can be taken out withoutan appropria- 
tion; but we have general appropriation bills for | 
which the Treasury wants money, and under | 
which the money in the Treasury properly appli- 
cable to the appropriation can be used. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then, according to the 
honorable Senator’s explanation, he is merely 
shrewdly playing upona word which he under- | 
stood from his knowledge of the business of the 
Treasury meant something different. | 

Mr.JOHNSON. I did notunderstand any such 
thing. I know very wellthat when money once | 
vets into the Treasury it cannot be taken out; but | 
wh n the chairman of the Committee on Finance | 
said that this money was there and had been used, | 
l used his language. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That remark was made 
by my colleague on the committee, the Senator | 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JOHNSON. You said ‘‘ appropriated.” 
I do not think that changes it much for the bet- 
ter. When it was stated that the money was 
“used” or ** appropriated’’—for one or both ex- 
pressions were used—I took it for granted that 
this money had been used to meet some appro- 
priation. I did not mean to charge the Secretary 
of the Treasury with taking money out of the 
Treasury without the authority of law. All that 
I meant to say was thatif there were $11,000,000 
in the Treasury in excess of the $500,000,000, he 
ought to have known that that $11,000,000 did 
not belong to the United States, and should not 
have been used, if used at all. 

Now, I understand the honorable chairman to 
say that the money has been paid in, and there | 
itis; or, What is the same thing, there isan equal | 
amountin the Treasury; and as itis impossible for 
us to distinguish the particular money paid in un- 
der this subscription from money in the Treasury 
derived from any other quarter, it by no means 
follows that this money has been used at all. If 
that is the fact, if the money is there to be used 
if he thinks proper to retain it there, then it is a 
question for the Senate to decide whether itis ad- 
visable to issue these bonds. It may be that the 
bonds will not bring as much in the market now 
as they did a few days since, and it may be that 
they will bring a great deal less in the course of 
afew weeks; but we are to run that risk. One 
thing is certain: the bonds now are at a premium | 
of some six or seven per cent., including the back 
Interest, and to that extent it would be better for 
the persons who have paid their money to receive 
the bonds than to receive their money with inter- 
est from the time of payment. 

I know very well it was impossible for the Sec- 
retary of the ‘Treasury, or the direct agent of the 
Treasury here, to teli whether the amount sub- | 
scribed would be in excess of the amount author- 
ized; but what I said was, as the Senator from Ohio 
said, and no doubt said truly, that all the money 
subscribed must go into the Treasury before an 
bonds were issued, then when $511,000,000 got in 
the Treasury, somebody ought to have known 
that $11,000,000 ofthat amount were to be returned 
unless Congress should authorize the issuing of 
bonds that it had not then authorized. Thatis all 
I meant to say. I did not mean to charge the 
Secretary of the Treasury with any impropriety 
in regard to it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | wish to say a word in 
reply to the last remark of the Senator, that some- 
body ought to know: that when the Secretary 
perceived that ¢511,000,000 were subscribed for 
and paid in, he knew there were $11,000,000 in | 
the Treasury more than he was authorized to ob- i] 
tain; but what could he do? The Senator does || 
not pretend to say he was in any fault before. | 

€ could not put his hand into the Treasury and | 
lake that money out and pay it back. The Sen- || 
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ator knows that very well. 
law of Congress to do that. 
do? 


It would require a 
What does he then 
He comes to Congress and states the fact, 
and recommends that we shall issue bonds for it. 
He used it. He cannot tell, as I said before, 
what particular, specific money was appropriated. 
The Senator understands that very well. He must 
go on using the money in the Treasury, and if 
there is a balance there, and it always has been 
there, and he is ready to pay it back if Congress 
says so, then he has kept it there. You cannot 
distinguish. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understand that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the special order of the day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope we shall be al- 
lowed to pass this bill, 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
bate, | hope we shall take up the bill which was 


made the special order, which will not consume 
much time. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
bill which is before us. 
take a vote uponit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
will be passed over informally, if there be no ob- 
jection. The Chair hears none; and the question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
to strike out the second section of the bill. 

Mr. POWELL. It is very evident to my mind 
that we ought not to agree to this section of the 
bill. Itis admitted on all hands that these five- 
twenty bonds are now at about seven per cent, 
premium, The interest»accumulated on them 
would amount perhaps to about two per cent. 
That would leave $550,000 that we should save 
by selling that amount of bonds, and paying this 
money back. Gentlemen speak of paying it back 
with or without interest. The Senator from Ohio 
said a moment ago that oversixty million dollars 
of this sum were subscribed on the last day, that 
is, the Ist of January; so that the interest runs 
for but little overa month. That would not be 
over $55,000, or about that amount. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I said $6,000,000 were sub- 
scribed on the last day. 

Mr. POWELL. 1! beg the Senator’s pardon; 
[ thought he said $60,000,000. It is evident, how- 
ever, that during the last few daysa large amount 
was subscribed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The last three days. 

Mr. POWELL. Then it willbe seen that the 
interest to be paid runs but a little over a month. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The interest runs from the 
Ist of November. The last bonds that were issued 
are dated the Ist of November, and the interest 
runs from that time. 
now in the market is about three and a half per 
cent. 
cent. 

Mr. POWELL. Let me ask the Senator, do 
not the bond-holders get interest from the Ist of 
November? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly; but in addition 
to the amount ofsubscription, the subscriber pays 
the interest in gold from the Istof November up 
to the time of subscription. He hasalready paid 
that into the Treasury. 

Mr.POWELL. The interest that accumulates 
only amounts to two per cent. in gold. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Two pe cent. in gold, 
which, reduced to paper money, makes three per 
cent. 

Mr. POWELL. At all events, taking the Sen- 
ator’sown admission, we should save three or four 
hundred thousand dollars. That, to be sure, in 
these times of extravagance isa very contemptible 
sum; but still we mightas well save it to the Gov- 
ernment and not tax the people for it, as to give 
it to these gentlemen. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator allow 
me toask him how wecan save it? 

Mr. POWELL. Weean save it in this way: 
by paying the money back to the subscribers in- 
stead of issuing these bonds. In that way we 
shall savé this amount of money, because the 
bonds are worth that amount. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then I askthe Senator, 
have we the thing to sell? 

Mr.POWELL. Youauthorize in the first sec- 
tion of this bill $200,000,000 of bonds to be sold. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘That isadifferent stock. 

Mr. POWELL. You can authorize that 


I think we are ready to 


If this bill is tolead to de- | 


Let us dispose of the | 
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amount to be sold in the market if you choose. 
You can authorize $11,000,000 to be sold if you 
choose, and raise the money in that way. You 
authorize $200,000,000 to be sold in this bill, and 
at the option of the Secretary of the Treasury they 
can be made five-twenties pre cisely as the others 
are. 

Mr. FESSENDEN I will 
how he knows how much thes 
for when put into the market? 

Mr. POWELL. Ido not know; but I know 
how much the stock is selling for that you pro- 
pose to give these parties. We know that it is sell- 
ing for seven per cent. premium. 


ask the Senator 
stocks will sell 


If we pass this 
bill we give these parties for their money an ar- 
ticle that is worth $700,000 more than we get, I 
knowthatmuch. Wecan authorize if we choose 
an additional sale of those bonds, and sell them 


| fora premium, and you can command it in the 


market, in my judgment. 

Mr. CONNESS. This seems a very simple 
proposition to my mind. The Government ad- 
vertised for a loan of $500,000,000, and they es- 


tablished an agency to which subscriptions should 
| be made and to which application should be made 


for subscriptions. Five hundred and eleven mil- 
lion dollars have been subscribed: and the ques- 
tion is, whether we shall issue $11,000,000 in ad- 
dition to the amount authorized by law to meet 
the excess of subscriptions? I will notenter into 
a calculation as to who may lose or who may 
gain, or how much these parties will gain, if we 


| Issue these bonds or provide for their issuance. 


The value of that interest || 
a year.’ 
The advance is about three and a half per | 


If they do gain, 1 am not unwilling to say that 
they deserve some gain for having come forward 
prongptly and offered their money to the Govern- 
ment when the Government needed money; and 
therefore | see nothing wrong in the proposition, 
It is a simple, plain one, and one that does no 
wrong to the Government. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the proposed amendment to strike out the sec- 
ond section of the bill. 

Mr. HENDRICKS called for the yeas and 
nays, and the y were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted— yeas 1], nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Buckalew, Davis, Henderson, Hen 
dricks, lowe, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Powell, Sautsbury, 
Sumner, and Wilson—t1l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Carlile, Chandler, Clark, Con- 
ness, Cowan, Dixon, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Harding, 
Harlan, Harris, Noward, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Mor 
rill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Ten Eyek, Van 
Winkle, Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wright—27 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. In the fifteenth line of 
the first section | move to strike out the word 
**six’’ and to insert ‘‘ five,’’ so that it will read, 
‘* bearing interest not exceeding five per cent. 


F It has been expected i the ex untry 


| that a five per cent. loan would be provided for; 
| and I was surprised when the report came from 


the Committee on Finance providing for a six 


| per cent, loan. The six per cent. bonds are worth 
1 


nthe market above par, which indicates very 
cle arly that the Governmente ould ne rotiale ua loan 
at less than that rate of interest. It seems to me 
that the Government should negotiate its loans at 


the very lowest rate of interest possible. As com- 


| pare d with the debts of other Governments our 


debt is being contracted at a very high rate of in- 
terest, and it is to impose a very great burden on 
the people. If we can secure a loan at five per 
cent. instead of six we ought to doit. It seems 


| tome, if the public credit is maintained as it has 


| in coin, as this 


been for the last few months, that a loan can be 
secured at five per cent. With the present de- 
pre ciation of the curre ney five per cent. paya he 
bill provide s, would be equal to 
nearly eight per cent, In currency, 

My pro} Osition 18 to Issue these bonds uta rate 
of interest not to exceed five per cent. If the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance will say 
that he is satisfied such a Joan cannot be nego- 
tiated, of course that would influence my judg- 
ment very much on this proposition; but until he 
says so, lam satisfied that such a loan can be 
negotiated; and if so, it ought to be done. We 
ought not to « our debt at the 
enormous we now pay unless it 
: If we can secure a five 
per cent. loan instead of six per cent, ora higher 
rate, we should do tt. | should like to know 
from the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
whether, in his judgment, on an examination of 


to increase 
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be absolutely necessarv. 
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the question, in view of the difference between 
gold and pape r,and in view of the desire to make 
permanent investments, as shown by the anxiety 


to secure the last loan, we cannot make this loan | 


at five er cent.? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I remember when I was 


in the minority here, and the Government was 


indebted something short of one hundred millions, | 


that | made the same objection that has been 
made now by the honorable Senator from Indi- 
ana. Linquired why, with such enormous power 
as this country possessed, owing nothing or sub- 
stantially nothing, the Administration should be 


so very anxious to fix the maximum rate of in- | 


terest at six per cent.? Why not fix it at five? 
Why not at four? I made the inquiry; but not 
being very familiar with financial matters, I had 
perhaps no very great confidence in my own 
jud rment with reference to it; but it seemed to 
me then that there might be a reason for it; and 
haps, if the maximum were fixed, to get a loan 
at any rate below that; and I suppose the Sena- 
tor wil! argue in the same way. 
That was a time of peace. 
when we owed nothing. 


That was a time 
That was a time when 
our resources had not been drawn upon; but | 
remember very well the answer that was made. 
It was this: ** It 1s unwise to fix the sum below 


six per cent., and say nothing more shall be 


given, because it may be that the Government 
may not be able to obtain the loan at any less 
rate than six per cent., and if not, they should 
have the power to go higher.’’ 

If that argument was good as advanced by Mr. 
Hunter, who was then chairman of the Cog mit- 
tee on Finance, under such circumstances, when 
we were not suffering particularly, and in no im- 
mediate pressing want of money, and not carry- 
ing on a war, it would seem to be a good answer 
to be made now to the honorable Senator, that it 
is hardly worth while to say that the Government 
shall not borrow beyond a certain rate when we 
are putting a loan into the market, because it may 
be that we may not be able to obtain the money— 
and we want it from day to day, and must have 
it—ai a less rate than the sum we fix. 

The Senator will further observe that this is only 
apartof the loan authorized by the act passed by 
the last Congress, I think onthe 3d March, 1863, 
authorizing the borrowing of $900,000,000 for two 


years ata rate of interest not exceeding six per || 


cent. This is in lieu of that. My opinion is, that 


have the money at some rate or other, it is unwise 
to say to the Secretary of the Treasury that he 
shall not give the ordinary current rate of interest 
in the market, which is six per cent, generally, 
and seven per cent. in New York. I understand 
in point of fact itis the intention and belief of the 
Secretary that he can obtain the loan at five per 
cent. Ido not know how that is. I have not con- 
versed particularly with him on the subject; but 
fam so informed. I hope he may be able to do 
so. [take it the Senator knows very well that 
if the Secretary can do so, he will, for nobody 


overeareful with regard to keeping down the rate 
of interest on any and all occasions than the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has been from the begin- 


ning; and he has been very successful in relation || 


to those matters. 

Now, sir, believing and hoping that we may 
obtain this loan ata Jess rate of interest, my an- 
swer is, that [ think it would be unwise in atime 
of war to vary from the policy established by the 
friends of the gentleman himself in time of peace. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
man of the Committee on Finance has not an- 
swered quite as satisfactorily as | hoped he would. 
His reference toa debate between himselfand Mr. 
Hunter who once occupied the position in this 
body which he now does is not very illustrative. 
At the time that the former chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance made the reply which the Sena- 
tor says was made to him, the current rate of in- 


terest in the country was from seven to ten per | 
cent. in ordinary commercial transactions. The | 


currency was notthen inflated, and there was but 


a slight if any difference between the value of | 


the paper and coin currency of the country; but 
now in almostall commercial transactions, money 
being so abundant, the rate of interest payable in 
paper, depreciated as it is, is six per cent. 
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The distinguished chair- | 


|| not. 
| be his reply. As soon as it is fixed in the bill, it 
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almost all the cities money can be readily had on 
an interest of six per cent. perannum payable in 
paper. As I said before, at the time the answer 
was made to the Senator by Mr. Hunter, that was 
not the case; but loans were negotiated at from 
seven to nine or ten per cent. 

Now, sir, the difference between paper and gold 
is quite thirty-three per cent.; one dollar in gold 
being worth $1 59 in the paper currency of the 
country, and the ordinary commercial rate of in- 
terest being six per cent. payable in paper. Un- 
der these circumstances, | want to know why it 


is that the Secretary of the Treasury cannot ne- || 
gotiate this loan payable in gold at less than six | 


per cent. If the banks of the country can use 
their capital at six per cent. and no greater rate 
of interest payable in paper, which is worth so 


much less than gold, why is it that the Secretary | 


of the ‘Treasury must pay in gold what is equal 


|| to more than nine per cent. in paper? 
I suggested that it would be very difficult, per- | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
me to ask him a question just there? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Suppose the Secretary 


says that he cannot getthe money for less, orcan- | 
not negotiate this loan for less than nine per cent., | 


is the Senator prepared to answer that he shall 
not get it at all; that he will not authorize him to 


| give that amount? 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I do notlike to argue here 
upon supposed cases. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 


he shall pay that amount, but that he may have 
the power if necessary to pay it. 
arguing that he shall not have the power. 
will not give six per cent. 
without the money. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. 


He 


not negotiate a Joan for less than nine per cent., 
when the ordinary interest of the country is but 
six per cent., payable in depreciated currency, I 


would say, the opinion of the Secretary of the 


Treasury was not entitled to the respect of the 
Senate. That would be my response to that prop- 
osition. But [ want to ask the chairman of the 


Committee on Finance if the Secretary of the | 


Treasury were to say to us that in view of the 
present state of the rate of interestin the country 
he could not probably negotiate for less than nine 
per cent., whether he would insert in this bill 


**nine’’ instead of ** six per cent.,’’ contrary to 
in a time of war, situated as we are, compelled to |} 


his own convictions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator permit 
me one moment right there? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Certainly. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I wantto remind that Sen- 
ator that during the last days of his party’s oc- 
cupancy of this capital, when the country was in 
profound peace, and to pay the ordinary peace 


expenses of the Government, his friends paid | 


one per cent. a month in advance for $3,000,000. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. President, I have 


not designed to discuss this question as a party 


| man, nor do [| intend to be led off into a party 
has been more particular and more anxious, more || 


discussion. We are now considering a question 
that goes to the pockets of the tax-payers of the 
country. If we can negotiate a loan at five per 
cent. instead of six per cent., it is our duty to do 
it. Our debt is being contracted at a higher rate 
of interest than perhaps the debt of any country 
in the world. Idd not intend that it shall be con- 
sidered a sufficient answer to me that any former 
Administration was compelled to negotiate a loan 


| ata very high rate of interest. In reply to the Sen- 
_ ator from Michigan, I do not recollect the circum- 


stance to which he refers. 1 will not dispute it; 
but my reply is, that I have no knowledge of the 
circumstances to which he refers. 

The chairman of the Committee on Finance 
has called attention again to the fact that this is 
buta limitation; it fixes the maximum of interest; 


‘and the Secretary of the Treasury may possibly 


negotiate it ata less rate. I will ask the Senator 
if he knows of any case in which a loan has been 
negotiated ata less rate of interest than the maxi- 
mum fixed in the bill allowing the loan? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No; Ido not. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The Senator says he does 
Of course he does not. I knew that would 


becomés the opinion of the country, and the rule 
in the Department, too, that that shall be the rate; 
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The Senator’s argument | 
| goes to that, because this bill does not provide that 


The Senator is 


He would rather go | 


If the Secretary of the || 
Treasury were to say to the Senate that he could | 
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be negotiated at six percent. That becomes both 


the maximum and the minimum. 
There has been a desire to obtain the Govern. 


| ment securities within the last few months. We 
_ have an illustration of it here in this bill, ; 


A six 
per cent. loan was sought after with such avidity 


that $11,000,000 were subscribed for beyond th, 
amount allowed by law, and this bill provides on 
that excess. There was an earnest desire to ge. 
cure the loan, and that Government security is 
now worth in the market three or four per cent, 
above par. 

With this prominent, striking fact before us, jt 


| seems to me remarkable that the chairman of the 
| Committee on Finance should say to us we can. 


not negotiate a loan at less than six per cent, 
This loan is now worth at six per cent. payable 


_in coin, nine per cent. in currency, Money is 
Will the Senator allow | 


loaned in the banks and in all commercial! trans. 
actions at six per cent., but the Government pays 
what is equivalent to nine per cent. I say we 
ought not todoit. If we make a loan at five per 
cent. payable in coin it is equal to seven or eight 
per cent. in the ordinary currency of the coun- 


| ury. 


[ have made this proposition in good faith, not 
asa party man. I| disclaim party considerations 
and influences upon a question like this. Oy; 


| debt is going up toan enormous amount, and we 


should consider well at every step where we add 
one hundred or two hundred or three hundred 
million dollars to our already enormous debr, 
whether we can secure the loan at a less rate thay 
that heretofore provided for. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The argument of the Sen- 
ator amounts precisely to this,and nothing more: 
‘© J will notallow the Government to borrow any 
more money, whatever may be its necessities, at 
a greater rate than five per cent.’’ Now, sir, this 
billcomes from the Secretary of the Treasury; 
that is to say, itis in accordance with his opinio: 
as I understand, of the necessities of the case, | 
may be inferred, therefore, that he thinks it un- 
wise to limit the Government, and say that what- 
ever may be our necessities he shall give but five 
per cent. interest. Are gentlemen prepared to 
say that?) That is what the Senator from Indiana 
is aiming at. In other words, it amounts to this: 
**] will, notwithstanding the peculiar position of 
affairs in this country, tie the Government down 
to five percent.’?’ Why? * Because in my opin- 
ion the money ought to be got for that, and can 
be got for that.”’ ‘That may be his opinion; but 
men who are quite as conversant with money af- 
fairs as he is do not feel quite so certain. ‘They 
hope it may beso. Let me ask the Senator, does 
he believe that the Secretary of the Treasury will 
pay six per cent. if he can get it for five? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Ifthe Senator will allow 
me I will answer him just here, and with his per- 
mission I willalso answer the suggestion he made 
a few moments since. 

He said that my argument amounted to just 
this: that whatever were the necessities of the 
country, | would not consent that the Secretury 
should negotiate a loan above five percent. His 
bill is, that whatever be the necessities of the 
country, he will not allow the Secretary to nego- 
tiate a loan above six percent. I think it can be 
had at five per cent. 1 think the condition of the 
currency in the country, and the avidity with 
which the late loan was taken, justify me in that 
opinion, ; 

Now upon the other point, I should like to ask 
the Senator what was the inquiry he made. It 
has escaped my memory. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was whether the Sen- 
ator believed the Secretary of the Treasury would 

ive six per cent. if he could get it for five. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I am glad the Senator 
has asked me that question. | believe if we put 
a six per cent. loan in this bill, the Secretary 0! the 
Treasury cannot negotiate it at less than six per 
cent., because that then becomes the rate in the 
public opinion, and the men who have money 
loan will say to the Secretary, ‘* We will let you 
have it at the amount of interest which the bill 
allows, but we will not let you have it at less. 
If the bill were to say five percent., I believe the 
Secretary could secure it at that rate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Doesthe Senator believe 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, if he had & 
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for five per cent., would not be willing so to get 
> The inference is obvious that the Secretary 
he Treasury does not feel entirely satisfied 
he can negotiate this loan for less than six 
ner cent. But the Senator assumes that he can. 
He says substantially that he must, or he shall 
not give any more. ‘That the rate is fixed at six 
ner cent. would seem to prove satisfactorily the 
conviction of the Secretary that he can get it for 
eix percent., founded, too, on previous experience 


reasonable certainty that he could get this money 


itr 


0 
' 


t 
t 
hat 


where our loans have been negotiated on such 
terms; or, at any rate, if he could not get it for 


that he might be able to sell it under par. I do 
not know that he would be authorized to do so, 
however, under this bill. 

Now, let me say a word with regard to the avid- 
itv with which this five-twenty loan was taken. 
How long was it before it could be negotiated at 
all? Why, sir, it remained inthe market for more 
than a year with but a few millions sold. lt was 
not till the adjournmentof the last session of Con- 


cress that this loan took a start, owing probably | 


to many considerations which I will not now enu- 
merate. From the different situation of things 
in the country and other considerations, the loan 
took a start and went on and was takenup. But 
does the Senator know how long that avidity will 
continue? 

The Senator will remark that it finally took its 
start after lingering for more than a year, in spite 
of the efforts of the men with whom he acts all 
over the country to keep it down and to cry it 
down. They told the people that the Govern- 
ment was not entitled toany credit. I know,and 
I presume he knows, that the men with whom he 
acts through this country made a general effort 
to decry the credit of the Government anywhere 
and everywhere, and to prevent that loan being 
sold at all. 


people at last arouse and it was taken; and now 


the Senator makes use of that fact to convince the | 


Senate and the country that we should not allow 


even the ordinary margin which has always been | 


taken within which to procure a loan. Sir, I 
know that such an argument can have no effect 
in the Senate, whatever it may have elsewhere. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. I should 
dulged in another word inthis debate, for I have 
expressed my views on the amendment which I 
have offered in good faith, were it not for the last 
suggestion of the Senator from Maine. 


public confidence grew up in respect to it not- 
withstanding the efforts of the men in the country 
with whom J act politically to beat down public 
confidence with regard to that loan. Sir, | have 
not said anything in this debate to call for any 
such suggestion from the Senator; and with great 


not have in- | 


He has | 


said to the Senate that the last loan was taken and | 


respect to him personally, Lthink that part of his | 


argument is not worthy the position he holds in 
the Senate. 


dence of the people in the Government securities. 
Public confidence in those securities depends very 


| know of no effort on my own part | 
and of no effort on the part of the public men with | 
whom | act as a party man to destroy the confi- | 


much on our military operations, and the confi- | 


dence in that loan was inspired more by the suc- 


cesses of our army upon the Mississippi and the | 


Cumberland than by any political speeches, and 
the Senator oughtto knowit. After the victories 
of July last, the confidence of the public in the 
Government securities went up, very naturally. 
An¢ now as the Senator claims that the rebellion 
is upon its last legs, why is it that he says the 
confidence in the public securities is not greeter 
to-day than it was even at that hour? As the 


hour approaches, in the opinion of the Senator, at | 


which the rebellion will cease to have power to 
resist the authority of the Government, the con- 
fidence in the Government securities is to go down, 
at least not to increase. Sir, the success of our 
armies has given this confidence, and no efforts of 
political parties in the country. 

_*} am very sorry that upon a question that af- 
fects only the tax-payers of the country, the Sen- 


tor should have deemed it necessary to go into | 


‘ny political discussion. 1 do notintend to be led 


into it even by the chairman of the Committee on 
nance, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


on am amendment proposed by the Senator from 
ndlana, 


fhe amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I did not make mys 
derstood when | called the attent { 
man of the Committee on Finance to the differ- 
ence between this bill and the act to which it is 
anamendment. ‘The point was notin regard to 
the payment of the but the act 
to which this is an amendment, the act of March 
3, 1863, states specifically that the principal is to 
be paid in coin. That provision is left out ofthis 
bill. In the original act it reads, *‘ not less than 
ten nor more than forty years from date,in coin, 
of such denominations, not less than fifty dollars, 
as he may deem expedient.’? This bill says, 
** not less than five years,and payable atany pe- 
riod not more than forty years from date, and of 


ifun- 


ion of the chair- 


tnterest In coin; 


such denominations as may be found expedient.”’ 
The words ‘‘in coin,’’? which are in the original 
act, are left out of this bill. Ido not know that 
it makesany practical difference, but I think itis 
desirable to make this bill conform to the original 
act, as it may make some difference in regard to 
the taking of the loan, as capitalists are always 
very sensitive. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
original bill? 

Mr. ANTHONY Yes, sir; it repeats the lan- 
guage of the original bill, but leaves out the words 
‘¢in coin.’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This is supplementary 
to the act of 1863 and in lieu of a portion of it. I 


Is thisanamendment to the 


| do not think it will make any difference; but 


sut in x pr of all their efforts, the || 





those words were-not intentk nally left out. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ought they not to be put 
in? [ submit that it will be of some importance 
in taking the loan. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ihave no doubt that the true 
construction of the act would be, however, that 
the principal is to be paid in coin also. How- 
ever, differences of opinion exist on that point in 
the country, and I suggest to the chairman that 
it would be better to add those words. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1 do not think the words 
about paying the principal in coin are of any con- 
sequence in either bill, but I think they ought to 
be alike; and the omission of those two words 
may make capitalists imagine that there is a dif- 
ference between the two loans. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Has the Senator the ori- 
ginal act before him? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FOSTER. The expression ‘in coin”? is 
in this bill in regard to the interest and not in re- 
gard to the principal. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator has any 
doubt about it, I shall not make any objection to 
the amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘ThenI move, after the word 
* date,’’ in the thirteenth line of the firstsection, 
to insert the words ** in coin.”’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think itis unnecessary; 
but still I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move to strike out the sec- 
ond section of the bill, after the enacting clause, 
and to insert the following in lieu thereof: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
to issue bonds, redeemable after five years and payable 
twenty years from date, for $11,000,000; the bonds so to be 
issued to be disposed of to the highest bidder or bidders, 
but at not less than par, after due notice thereof has been 
given by the Secretary of the Treasury ; and the bonds so 
to be issued shall have the same force and effect as if issued 
under the provisions of the act to authorize the issue of 
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United States notes, and for other purposes, approved Feb- | 


ruary 26, 1862. 

The object of the amendment is to issue a suf- 
ficient number of bonds to cover the amount of 
money stated by the Senator from Ohio to have 
been paid in excess. I have moved to strike out 
the second section of the bill because I am not 


| willing that any larger amount of bonds than au- 


thorized by law should be issued at the present 
time unless at the present market price. ‘That is 
the object of the amendment that I now offer. It 
may not be in allits forms correct. I have writ- 
ten it in some haste. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit to the Senator 
from New York this practical difficulty: he de- 
sires to provide a fund from the sale of these 
bonds to pay back to the surplus subscribers to 
the five-twenty loan the amount they have paid 
in. L understand that is the purpose of his amend- 
ment. Now itis impossible for any one to de- 


termine who are entitled to the last of the five- 
twenty loan. The subscription 
were made at twenty-five hundred different agen- 
cies at diffe > 


tary 


s,as I said before, 
rent dates. The ve ry day the Secre- 


of the Treasury knew that the loa: 


\ was 
taken he stopped, by telegraph, this whole ma- 
chinery; but the loan became so valuable and so 


desirable the last two or three days that it was 
open that it was sul seribed for to the excess of 
811,000,000. Itis iImpe ssible for him to de signate ; 
who are the subscribers of the last 611,000,000, 
Shall he take the date of subse | 
conclusive? 
there we re 


and 
ven date 
ed. Part of this 


ription as fit 1 
If so, then probably ona g 
$6,000,000 subseri! 


would come within the $900 ,000,000 and a part 
would fall outside of the $500,000,000. Who 
are within and who are without? What hour of 
the day shall he fix when the $500,000, 000 was 
exhausted? What time in th day , SIX Mm on 
dollars were subscribed on a ven day , part of 


it before the 


afterwards. 


loan was exhausted anda 
How can he des 
scribed before and who after the 

Take another case, 


part of it 
ivnate who sub 
time 

A portion of this loan waa 
subscribed in St. Louis, anda portion in Cinein 
nati. By the ordinary course of the mails 

days were consumed before notice of that sub 
scription and paymentof the money into the sub- 
Treasury there came to Washington, The money 
would be paid into the Unit d States di po itory 
at Cincinnati or St. Louts. It would be trans 
mitted by ordinary course of mail to Philadelphia 
or to Washington, occupying three or four days’ 
time. Will vou cut off these om 
the benefits of the loan merely because they were 
at top remote distances 
the Government had not notice of the amount 
scribed by them? How can you do 
They subseribed and paid in thie irmoney in good 
faith. There isno lossto the Government ine 
rying out this contract. ‘The Government was 
very anxious to make this loan. The loan hung 
upon the money market for six or eight months 
and only $10,000,000 were subseribed. It was 
only after this system of priv ite associated aren 
cies was organized and thoroughly spread over 
the country that this loan became j p ypular , and 
the people of the country subseribed to it li has 
been said in the public prints that $64,000,000 of 
thisloan were taken inthe State ofOhio. Whether 
that is correct or not Ldo not know. It seems 
to bea very large sum; buta very laree amount 
of it was subscribed there by farmers and me 
chanics in small sums, from fifty to one thousand 
dollars. : 

‘The amendment of the Senator from New York 
would,make it perfectly impossible to tell who 
was entitled to the remnant of the $500,000 (00 
loan, and who fell beyond. 
fairer and better to give to these men, who before 
notice was given of the expiration of this loan 
came forward and paid their money, the bonds in 
accordance with law, rather than to attempt to 
save a little money and retain from them what 
they are fairly entitled to, and thus make trouble 
and **confusion worse confounded.’’ It will be 
impossible, as the Senator must perceive, to sep 
arate those who are entitled to this loan and who 
came within the $500,000,000, and those who sub- 
scribed afterwards. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to make a suggestion 
to the Senate, and particularly to the Senator from 
New York, in regard to the faith of the Govern- 
ment about this loan; and I desire that Senators 
should keep in mind the time at which the trans- 
action was entered into, which was, | think, some 
time inthe month of October or November. I do 
not now remember the precise day when the sub- 
scription Was scaeheaee 

Mr.SHERMAN. In January. 

Mr. CLARK. [think itwasinJanuary. At 
the time this money was subscribed for these 
bonds, when the Government took the money, 
this loan was not at par; it bore no premium, 
The Government had asked its citizens to sub- 
scribe for the loan, and they took the loan at par. 
I desire Senators to keep fully in mind that that 
was the time.at which the obligation of the Gov- 
ernment accrued to the men who subscribed for 
the fulfillment of that contract. It was in Jan- 
uary when the money was subscribed and when 
the loan was not at par that the Gov ¢rnment un- 
dertook to take the money and deliver hese bonds. 
Now here is the point, The hond 


three 


subseribers fh 


from the Governmeniand 


. 5 
BO jus ive 


if- 


It seems to me it is 


now at @ 
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premium. But suppose the bond had depreciated; The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on cause capitalists by a strong combination will ’ 
3 suppose it had gone down to ninety cents; would || the amendment proposed by the Senator from | coerce and force him up to that rate of interest, 
the Government then have refunded, and said to |} New York. | Under this view of the case, I think the amend. - 
me the subscribers, “It is at your option to take the || The amendment was rejected. / ment of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. Hey. = 
; bond ormot?”’ Certainly not. They would have | Mr. DAVIS. I will renew the proposition of || pricks] is judicious. There might be a State of ” 
insisted; they had the man’s money; rightfully \| the Senator from Indiana as an amendment, in | the money market in which that should not he ‘ T 
f had his money; he had subscribed for his bond || line fifteen of the first section to strike out * six,”’ | the limit. There might be and often is a state of 5 ; 
- and agreed to take it, and here was his bond. || and insert * five,’’ so as to make the rate of in- || the money market when probably there oucht ‘ = 
We did not agree that it should be maintained at || terest five per cent. instead of six. Upon that || tobe no limit; but with the full and perfect know}. a 
par, or he should take itif it was at par; but here || proposition | wish to say a word. This bill au- || edge which the Senate have of the present state E ™ 
is the Lond; he must run the risk of the depre- || thorizes the borrowing of $200,000,000. The dif- |) of the money market and the amount of plethora Bd N 
ciation, and he must take the bond. ference between five and six percent. interestupon || in itin the form of greenbacks, the interest on this of 
But, on the other hand, the bonds have appre- || it is $2,000,000, a sum well worth the attention || loan being bound to be paid in gold or its equiva. i 
ciated. Now is it not rather a small matter for of the Senate if it can be saved. Whether a finan- || lent, it seems to me it would be unwise in the Sen. 1: 
the Governmentto say, * tis very true when you || cial measure of thischaractersbould containa limit || ate of the United States not to fix the limit at five a 
paid your money the bonds were at par and you || upon the rate of interest at which it should be ne- || per cent. as the maximum, because I have the M 
ran the risk of depreciation, but now it has ap- || gotiated, and what that limit should be, depends Soeur that the loan could be ob. fo 
preciated a little and we are not going to give you | altogether upon the state of the money market. tained at that rate, and if that is not the rate es. - 
the bond; we propose to place those eleven mil- || — I take it for granted that there cannot be any || tablished inflexibly by the bill that the loan wij 3 R 
lions inthe market and sellthem? You shall not |} doubt upon this proposition, that there is a very || not be negotiated for less than six per cent. a J. 
: have the premium. We are going to give you || large mass of capital in the United States seeking The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is op ¥ to 
your money and the interest back again, aud we || investment in Government securities, and at the || the amendment proposed by the Senator from Fi pi 
' are going to keep the balance.’? Would that be || present time that the amount which the owners of || Kentucky. i at 
; a fair transaction among merchants? ‘The Senator || that capital thus desire to invest is largely above Mr. DAVIS. On that I call for the yeas and : ce 
from New York is a merchant, and I ask him ity these §200,000,000. I think, then, that there |} nays. er 
that would be « fair transaction in the mercan- || would be no doubt whatever that the Govern- The yeas and nays were ordered; and being ; N 
tile world?) Should not the Government keep its |) ment would be able to negotiate the loan of these || taken, resulted—yeas 6, nays 31; as follows: : 


fuith ? 





If we had no more bonds to put upon the mar- 
ket, the consideration might be just whether we 
would be very liberal; but we have got many 
bonds undoubtedly to negotiate in the market. 
Those people who have come forward must come 
forward again, Is it worth while for us to say to 
them, ** We will be niggardly with you; it is very 
true you came forward and subscribed for this 
loan when it was at par; it has appreciated a little; 


we will not let you have it; we will make the | 
money out of it; you shall run the risk, but if 


there is any profit we will putitinto our pocket?”’ 
I appeal to the Senator from New York if he 
would think that a very liberal or just mercantile 
transaction. I know the point he aims at, I 
know he is desirous of saving everything he can 
to the Government. So am Lif it can fairly be 
done; but while we do that we must be very care- 
ful that we do not defeat the very object we aim 
at, and that is to get from our citizensa sufficient 
amount of money to answer the purposes of the 
Government in this great struggle. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
able Senator from New Hampshire that every 
subscriber to this loan, in whatever part of the 
country, was, on that last day, told that it was 
uncertain whether he could receive his bonds; 
that the money would be taken undoubtedly sub- 
ject to be returned if there was anexcess. I will 
say also to the Senator from Ohio that I never 
heard of a popular loan for which the bids were 
not in excess; but the Governmentalways found 
means of returning the excess and reducing the 
amount to the proper sum. Very frequently in 
the States, when a loan of two or three million is 


advertised, four or five million are bid for. Of | 


course the actual amount required is the only 
amountissued. I think there will be no difficulty 
in this case; but still there may be. I am not 
aware of the difficulties raised by the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 will remark to the Sena- 
tor that thisis entirely different from a loan where 
the bids are all opened at one place, and where 
the lowest bidders are first taken, and so on up the 
scale until the loan is exhausted. Here the loan 
was subscribed all over the country, and the 
money was authorized to be deposited any where 
within the United States in the depositories of the 
United States, at St. Louis, Cincinnati, and vari- 
ous other places. It would be impossible, there- 
fore, to tell even by telegraph precisely when the 
loan was exhausted. We could not ascertain 
when the $500,000,000 was taken, except by a 
comparison with the books at the Treasury office. 
They could not tell itin New York, they could 
not tell itin Philadelphia, or anywhere, until by 
comparison at Washington they ascertained that 
the loan was taken; and that | understand was 
done on the 27th day of January last. Perhaps 
Ido not give the precise date; but I think that 

yas the date; and that very day telegraphic dis- 
patches were sentall over the country to stop the 
subscriptions to this loan; but it was found that 
nearly ten or eleven millions were subscribed in 
excess, and the money was paid in. 








I desire to say to the honor- | 











$200,000,000 at five per cent. in the present state 
of the money market, unless, as in this case, the 
bill permits the Secretary of the Treasury to ne- 
gouiate the loan at six percent. My belief is that 
when a large amount of money is to be loaned, 
and the Government is to go into the market, in 
the position in which it is at present, for the pur- 
pose of borrowing, that the maximum rate of in- 
terest at which the loan is permitted to be made 
will in every case be found to be the minimum; 
and thatif six per cent, is authorized by the terms 
of the bill to be given by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, he will not be able to negotiate it fora 
less rate of interest. 

| reach that conclusion upon this reasoning: 
moneyed men that desire the investment of their 
capital will combine against the Government and 
against the Treasury. ‘They will enter into a 
secret arrangement among themselves by which 
they will take the whole of the $200,000,000 ora 
large proportion of it. They will make secret ar- 
rangements by which they will divide itoutamong 
themselves upon the understanding that they are 
to force the Secretary to give the six per cent. in- 
terest, and in that way they will be able to coerce 
and to control the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to 
come up to that rate of interest. Why? ‘They 
look into the law; they see that Congress contem- 
plates that the Secretary may be forced to nego- 
tiate at the interest of six per cent.; they know 
that the Secretary will, if he cannot get itata less 
rate of interest, agree to give that rate; they com- 
bine among themselves to an extent that enables 
them to control his action in relation to the loan 
and to coerce and to compel him to give the six 
per cent, 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Morean] 
I have no doubtis familiar with such transactions, 
and he knows how a combination of capital in 
that way will coerce the agents of the Govern- 
ment and the Secretary of the Treasury in nego- 
tiating large amounts uponaloan. Butif the law 
itself contained an express and positive prohibi- 
tion that the loan should not be negotiated ata 
greater rate than five per cent., those capitalists 
would at once perceive that their desire and their 
combination to obtain itata greater rate of interest 
could not be made available, that it would not be 
practicable,and therefore they would refrain from 
entering into such acombination, Butthe amount 
of money in the country seeking investment in 
Government stocks being so large and the secu- 
rities of the United States being so much more 
desirable to men who hold capital than to hold on 
to the greenbacks themselves, when they looked 
into the law and discovered that five per cent. was 
the maximum rate which the Secretary of the 
Treasury was allowed to give, they would im- 
mediately come to that rate, and take the loan at 
five per cent. Inmy judgment, if this bill is not 


made to assume that form,and there is not a pos- 
itive and absolute restriction upon the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that he shall not 
negotiate the loan ata greater interest than five 
per cent., ascertain as six is allowed by the terms 
of the bill, that will be the interest that will be 
agreed upon by the Secretary and capitalists, be- 


YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Davis, Hendricks, Powe} 
Saulsbury, and Wright—6. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Carlile, Chandler, Clark, Con. 
ness, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster. Grimes 
Harding, Harlan, Harris, Henderson, Howard, Howe, Joly, 
son, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Van Winkle, Wade, 
Willey, and Wilson—31. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be reada third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 


is the report of the second committee of confer. 
ence on the bill (H. R. No. 122) to increase the 
internal revenue, and for other purposes; upon 
which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suermay] 
submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House, and ask another conter- 
ence; and the conferees on the part of the Senate are in 
structed to agree to proper amendments to the amendments 
of the Senate disagreed to by the House, providing fora 
tax of twenty cents a gallon on spirits on hand. 


Mr. SHERMAN. After consultation, I have 
concluded to withdraw the instruction asked for, 
with a view to let the House of Representatives 
act on the subject in the first instance. I simply 
ask that the report of the committee of confer- 
ence showing the disagreement be concurred in, 
so that it may go to the House of Representa- 
tives for that House to take a definite position. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will in- 
quire of the Senator what there is for the Senate 
to concur in? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thereis nothing. I with- 
draw the resolution containing the instructions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It seems to the 
Chair that there is no question for the Senate upon 
the report of the committee of conference. The 
committee simply report the fact of their disagree- 
ment. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Butthe bill, with the report, 
ought to be sent to the House of Representatives, 
and that House may then ask for another con- 
ference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator may 
submit that motion, that the report and bill be 
sent to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. § Ido submit that motion, 
that the report and bill be sent to the House of 
Representatives for action; and then they may ask 
for a further conference. 2 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 's 
on the motion of the Senator from Ohio that the 
bill and report be sent to the House of Represent- 
atives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


E. F. AND SAMUEL A. WOOD. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Now fask the Senate to 
indulge me by taking up and passing bill No. 105, 
which I wished to get upin the morning hour. I 
move to take it up. cow 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
105) for the relief of E. F. and Samuel A. Wood 
was read the second time, and considered as 1” 
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1864. 


Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue, Or cause 
to be issued, executed, and delivered, to E. F. and 
Samuel A. Wood duplicates of the following de- 
ecrived bonds of the United States of America, 
‘Treasury Department, for the Oregon war debt, 
issued under an act of Congress approved March 
2, 1861, payable at any time after July 1, 1881, 
at the ‘'reasury of the United States, with inter- 
eat at the rate of six percent. perannum, namely: 
Nos. 1329 and 1334 to 1338, inclusive, for thesum 
of $500 each, and No. 271 for fifty dollars, dated 
Washington, March 24, 1862, and Nos. 1352 to 
1359, inclusive, for $500 each; No. 665 for $100, 
and No. 266 for fifty dollars, dated Washington, 
March 24, 1862, and No. 877 for $100; No. 400 
for fifty dollars, dated Washington, May 22, 1862, 
and each and severally signed L. E. Chittenden, 
Register of the Treasury, entered R. E., recorded 
J. O., with thirty-seven interest coupons attached 
to each of the $500 bonds for fifteen dollars each, | 
payable semi-annually; eighteen interest coupons | 
attached to bond No. 665, and nineteen interest | 
coupons attached to bond No, 877 for six dollars 
each; eighteen interest coupons attached to bonds | 
Nos. 266 and 271; nineteen interest coupons at- 
tached to bond No. 400 for three dollars each, 
jayable annually; all of which coupons are signed 
«“G. Luff, for the Register of the Treasury ;”’ in 
all nineteen Oregon war bonds, amounting to the 
sum of $7,350; but before the issue of duplicate 
bonds E. F. and Samuel A. Wood, or either of 
them, must execute, Or cause to be executed, and 
deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
his full acceptance and satisfaction, such bond of 
indemnity as is usually required by the regula- 
tions of the Treasury Department for the issue of | 
duplicate certificates of inscribed stocks and bonds, | 

Mr. JOHNSON. Were the original bonds lost? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is a case where the me- 
morialists mailed at San Francisco for New York 


certain Oregon war debt bonds, and sent them by | 


the steamer Golden Gate, which with her mails 
waslost. The evidence that the bonds were mailed 
is perfect, taken before a notary, attested by the 
notarial seal, and the proof of the whole transac- 
tion is complete. ‘The bill provides that dupli- 
cates shall be issued on the memorialists filing a 
bond with the Secretary of the Treasury satisfac- 
tory to him, to reimburse the United States in 
case the originals shall ever appear. Such is the 
usual practice of the Department in such cases, | 
I believe. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time, and passed. 





LAND GRANT TO A MINNESOTA RAILROAD. 


Mr.RAMSEY. Idesire tocall up Senate bill 
No. 31, making a grant of lands to the Lake Su- 
perior and Mississippi Railroad Company, in the 
State of Minnesota, to aid in the construction of 
the railroad of said company from St. Paul to Lake | 
Superior, with a view of modifying an amend- 
ment which I offered several dayssince,and having 
it printed, 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I propose now to amend the 
amendment of the Committee on Public Lands in 
the first section by striking out after the woru 
“Minnesota” to the end of the section, and in- 
serting what 1 send to the Chair; which I desire 
to have printed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 


in the chair.) 
read, 

Mr. HARLAN. 
tor from Minnesota merely desires to have his 
amendment printed, and then will permit the bill 
to go over. 

Mr. RAMSEY. That is what I desire. 

he amendment was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 understand that this is 
avery material amendment to the bill, changing it 
10 important particulars. 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It is not materiale It is a 
very slight alteration of the original amendment. 

Mr. HARLAN. I suggest to the Senator from 

ndiana that when the amendment shall have been 
— we can then see what it is,and if it shall 


tic necessary to refer it he can then make the mo- 
lon. 


The proposed amendment will be 
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| widow of Reuben Stafford, of Coshocton county, | 


| Indian superintendent or Indian agent appoiuted by the | 


I understand that the Sena- | 


If so, it ought to goto | 


| period not exceeding two years, and shall be fined not more 
| than $300. 


| defense to any charge of introducing or attempting to in- 


| about to introduce or has introduced any spirituous liquor 
or wine into the Indian country in violation of the provis 
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Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ihaveno objection to the 


motion to print, but l want the bill then to be laid 
over. 


one half to the use of the informer, and the other half to 
the use of the United States, and if such person is a trader, 
his license shall be revoked and his boud putin suit. And 
it shall moreover be lawful for any person in the service of 
the United States or for any Indian to take and destroy any 
irdeut spirits or wine found in the ludian country, except 
such as may be introduced therein by the War Department. 
In all cases arising under this act, Indians shall be com 
petent Wilnesses 

Mr. CONNESS. In the latter part of the sec- 
tion, where it reads that ‘it shall, moreaver, be 
lawful for any person in the service of the United 
States’’ to destroy liquor found in the Indian 
country, | move to amend by striking out ** law- 
ful for’? and inserting ** duty of,’? so that it shall 
|| be the duty of officers to do the thing required 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 


The further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned tll to-morrow. 

POST ROADS IN NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the bill (S. No. 
1€2) to establish certain post roads, to regulate 
commerce among the States, and for other pur- 
poses, be taken from the table and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. |) 
It was laid upon the table on my motion, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET M. STAFFORD. 1} 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the indulgence of the | 
Senate to pass a bill granting a pension to the and the amendment was coneurred in. The bill 
widow ofa man who was killed in the service of |} Was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the Government, which was reported by the Com- || and was read the third ime, and passed. 
mittee on Pensions yesterday morning. The case 
isa very clear one, and | hope the bill will be 
passed at once. I move that Senate bill No. 139 
be now taken up. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. |} 
No. 139) for the relief of Margaret M. Stafford, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. SUMNER. I move to take up the bill 
(S. No. 53) forthe relief of Henry P. Blanchard, 
reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts, | apprehend, has accomplished all that he is 
desirous of accomplishing now; he has got the 
bill before the Senate. There is evidently not « 
| quorum here, and Lam unwilling to go on any 


Ohio, was read the second time. It is a direction 
to the Secretary of the Interior to place the name 
of Margaret M. Stafford, widow of Reuben Staf- 
ford, of Coshocton county, Ohio, on the pension 
roll, at the rate of eight dollars per month, to 
commence on the 26th of August, 1863, and to 
continue during her widowhood. | 

Reuben Stafford was requested by the deputy 
provost marshal, in accordance with instructions 
from the district provost marshal, under paragraph 
twenty-five of instructions to provost marshals, 
to assist in arresting a number of drafted men in 
Crawford township, in Coshocton county, Ohio. 
Stafford, while attempting to arrest two drafted 


g 
longer in the transaction of public business with- 


outa quorum. | therefore move that the Senate 

proceed to the consideration ofexecutive business. 
| | think the business that will come up in execu- 
tive session will be such that a majority will soon 
be present after the doors are closed, : 

Mr. SUMNER. This isa small bill which I 
think can be acted on in three or four minutes; it 
/isa bill for the relief of an individual; the facts 
men, was instantly killed by them while in the |) ®T very few, the case simple, justice el ar; and 
faithful discharge of his duty. The committee || there Js @ very brief report which the Senator can 
think that the duty in the performance of which || hear if he requires it. 
the husband of the petitioner was killed was a |! _ Mr, JOHNSON. I understand the membor 
part of the military service of the United States, from Iowa to propose to go into executive ses- 
and on that ground the bill is based. sion and not to go on with the present bill, because 

The bill was reported to the Senate without there is nota quorum present, he isunwilling to 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third do any business in open sessicn for that reason, 
reading,and was read the third time, and passed. I want to know if there is to be any business done 


in executive session, 
SALE OF LIQUOR TO INDIANS. Mr. GRIMES. I think that if we go into ex- 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 ask the Senate to take | 


ecutive session we shall soon have a quorum by 
up and pass a bill which was reported this morn- sending out for members who are in the building. 
ing from the Committee on Indian Affairs. It 


The bill of the Senator from Massachusetts may 
will take buta moment. It has but a single ob- 


be a very small bill in its amount; but it may es- 
ject. It is simply to amend the existing law for || tablish important principles, and [do not think 
the punishment of the offense of selling liquor to || it right for us to go on here in the transaction of 
Indians, by conferring jurisdiction on the cireuit | business with not more than twenty Senators 
as well as the district courts of the United States. || present. The bill can wait; it will come . asa 
The only change it makes in the existing law is || matter of course in the morning. ; 
to insert the two words “or circuit,”’ so that the | Mr. SUMNER. Very well; I will make no 
indictment may be in the proper district or circuit | 


further objection. 
court. I move to take up the bill, The motion of Mr. GRIM ES was agreed to; 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. || and after some me spentin executive session, the 
120) to amend an act entitled **An act to regulate |; doors were reopened, and the Senate adjourned, 
trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and 
to preserve peace on the frontiers,’’ approved || 
June 30, 1834, was considered asin Committee | 
of the Whole. It proposes to amend the twen- | 
tieth section of the act of June 30, 1834, so as to | 
read as follows: 
Sec. 20, And be it further enacted, Thatif any person | 
shall sell, exchange, give, barter, or dispose of any spirit- | EVENING SESSIONS. 


uons liquor or wine to any Indian under the charge of any | 
Mr. PRICE. I[ask unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce thagpliowing resolution: 
Resolved, That hereafter, ‘or the purpose of facilitating 
business and effecting an adjournment as early as the first 
week in May, this House will hold night sessions as often 
as four nights in each week, commencing with Wednesday 
| night, March 2,and will also hold sessions on every Satur 
daytuntil the time of adjournment. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. 
EXCHANGE OF BONDS. 


Mr. F. CLARKE, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means are 
hereby instructed to inquire into the expediency of estallist 
ing an office in the city of New York, under the direction ot 
the United States Assistant Treasurer in that city, for the 
transfer of Government bonds; and alsu as to the expedi 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| Tuespay, March 1, 1864. 

1 The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Prayer 


United States, or shall introduce or attempt to introduce 
any spirituous liquor or wine into the Indian country, such 
person On conviction thereof before the proper district or 
circuit court of the United States shall be imprisoned fora | 


Provided, however, Thatit shall be asufficient 


troduce liquor into the Indian country if it be proved to be 
done by order of the War Department or of any officer duly 
authorized thereto by the War Department. And if any 
superintendentof Indian affairs, Indian agent, or sub-agent, 
or commanding officer of a military post, has reason to 
suspect or is informed that any white person or Indian is 


I object. 


ions of this section, it shall be lawful for such superintend 
ent, Indian agent, or sub agent, or commanding officer, to 
cause the boats, stores, packages, wagons, sleds, and places 
of deposit of sueh person to be searched, and if any such | 
spirituous liquor or wine is found therein, the same, to 
gether with the boats, teams, wagous, and sleds used in 
conveying the same, and the peltries of such person, shall || ency of authorizing the exchange of reg.stered and coupon 
be seized and delivered to the proper officer, and shall be bonds, one for the other, as holders may desire ; and repors 
proceeded against by libel inthe proper court, and forfeited, || by bill or otherwise. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message in writing was received from the 
Preside nt of the United States, by Mr. Nicovay, 
his Private Secretary; also a message noufying 
the House that he had approved and signed, on | 
the 27th ultimo, bills and resolutions of the fol- | 
lowing Utles: 





lieutenant generalin the United States Army; || 
A joint resolution (H. R. No. 42) authorizing || 
the payment of prize money, due to Commander || 


Abner Read, United States Navy, to his widow, || ..husetts has called for the regular order of bus- 


Constance Read; and 
An act (H. R. No. 230) toextend the time for || 


the withdrawal of goods from public stores and || i; and this resolution intervened. It has always | 
| been looked upon as a privileged question. 


bonded warehouses, and for other purposes. 
FRAUDS UPON THE REVENUE. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the | 
unanimous consent of the House to have read for 
the information of the House a letter from the | 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury in regard to a fraud 
I hope members will pay at- 


| 
j 
| 


upon the revenue. 
tention to it 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Treasury DerarntMent, February 29, 1864. 

Sir: It is reported to me from authentic sources that 
many of the vessels employed in the cod-fisheries are inthe || 
habit of procuring salt, for the purpose of curing their fish, 
at ports in the Britixh provinces, thereby evading the im- 
port duty laid upon salt coming into the United States from 
foreign ports; and upon their return from fishing voyages 
the salt thus procured, being incorporated with the fish, 


> . ‘ pice || ston by adjourning their respective Houses on the 30th day | 
An act (H.R. No. 26) reviving the grade of || of April next, at twelve o’clock meridian. 


| ° 
| vote for it with pleasure. 





cannot be considered a dutiable article; and they claim 
the allowance of bounty the same as if they had purchased 
their salt at United States ports. 

Although the practice is plainly at variance with the 
epirit of the laws regulating the allowance of fishing boun- 
tes, there does not appear to be any provision of law di- 
rectly forbidding it. 

{ have therefore the honor to submit the inclosed draft 
of a bill providing that no bounty shall hereafter be allowed 
except in case the claimant shall have furnished satisfac- | 
tory proof that the foreign salt used in curing the fish, upon 
which the claim is based, has paid an import duty to the 
United States; and [ request that it may be presented for 
the action of Congress as promptly as possible, in order 
that, ifpassed, it may become operative at the commence- 
ment of the ensuing fishing season. 

[ am, very respectully, 





8S. P. CHASE, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

Hon. E. B. Wasuscrnne, Chairman Committee on Com- 
merce, House of Representatives. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If there be 
no objection, | willintroduce a bill to prevent that 
fraud. 

Mr. PRICE, I object. 

Mr. COX. There will be no objection if the 
gentieman will amend the bill so as to repeal the 
codfish bounties altogether. We are all opposed | 
to them. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
bill on my own responsibility. The House is in 
possession of the facts, It does not come from 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PRICE. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. SWEAT. I object to it, 


DUTY ON SALT. 


I call for the regular order of 


I offer the 


Mr. ELIOT. 
business. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Task the gentleman to with- 
draw that call for the present. 1 was not pres- | 
ent yesterday when Michigan was called for | 
resolutions. IT ask unanimous consent to offer | 

i 





a resolution now. | 
Mr. ELIOT. 1 withdraw it for that purpose, 
if there be no objection. 
Mr. DRIGGS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Whereas our home manufffetured article of salt is heav- 
ily taxed to support the Government, while the cost of man- 
ufacturing is largely increased, and the sales necessarily 
diminished by reason of the competition of foreign salt, 
which pays no more duty than was exacted before the in- 
ereased tax was imposed upon the home article; and whyeas 
we believe it to be the duty of Congress while devising 
ways and means to meet the extraordinary demands upon 
the Treasury to see that no unjust discriminations are made 
so that foreign manufacturers may derive a benefit from the 
misfortunes of our own: Therefore, 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the justice and expediency of | 
levying an increased duty of ten cents per bushel on all salt | 
imported into the United States, or such other amount as | 
they may deem just; and to report to this House by bill or 
etherwise. 


Mr. MORRILL. I wish to state there is a | 
misstatement in the resolution, for the duty has 
been increased, and is now more than ten cents 
a bushel. I do not object to the resolution. | 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 





| 


| reconsider on the table. 
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ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. | 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask the unanimous || 


resoluuon: | 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That |} 
the Presidentof the Senate and the Speaker of the House | 
of Representatives be authorized to close the present ses- |} 


Mr. HOLMAN. I object. as 
The SPEAKER. Itisa resolution of privilege. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Mas- 


iness. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdrew 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the resolution | 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. STEVENS. I ask the gentleman to let 
me say a word, 

Mr. HOLMAN: Certainly. I withdraw the 
motion to lay upon the table for that purpose. 

Mr. STEVENS. If the gentdeman from Con- 
necticut will make it May instead of April I will 





Mr. BRANDEGEE, 
ment, 

Mr. STEVENS. 

The SPEAKER, 
at noon. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I want to fix a good | 
time and work up to it. IL accept the last Mon- 
day of May at noon as the time. 

The SPEAKER. It has been usual to fix on 
Monday. The 30th of May falls on Monday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [| am opposed to fixing aday 
for adjournment of Congress at so early a day of 
the session. The effect will be to furnish a reason 
for passing measures of importance with little 
consideration. ‘The gentleman says he wants to 
fix a day and to work up toit. We have seen the 
extraordinary haste with which appropriation 
bills have been sought to be forced through this 
House; and I am unwilling for one that this kind | 
of argument shall be furnished for cutting off le- 
gitimate and fair consideration of matters of grave 


I accept that amend- 


Say the last day of May. 
The last Monday of May 








March 1, 


FREEDMEN’S AFFAIRS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 


consent of the House to introduce the following || ness is the call of committees for reports, and un- 


der that call the House resumes the consideration 
of a bill (H. R. No. 51) to establish a Bureau of 
Freedmen’s Affairs, upon which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. eed is entitled to the floor 

Mr. KNAPP addressed the House in opposi- 
tion to the bill. (His remarks will be published 
in the Appendix. 

Mr. PRICE. r. Speaker, when the bill for 
the creation of a Bureau of Freedmen’s Affairg 
was introduced it was my intention to do as | 
have heretofore done since I took my seat in this 
House, examine the subject carefully and cast 
my vote as my judgment should dictate, without 
taking up any of the time of the House by re. 
marks of mine. But, sir, the singular course pur- 
sued by some gentlemen on the other side has jn. 
duced me to change my purpose. 

This bill opens up a new field for legislation 
and the subject of its provisions and the objects 
contemplated are such as to call for the fullest 
exercise of prudenceand caution. I presume the 
people of the country for whom we are legislating 
expect that we are carefully and honestly exam- 
ining the questions involved in the provisions of 
this bill, and endeavoring by a comparison of 
ideas to arrive at such conclusions as will be pro- 
motive of the best interests of our common coun- 
try. 

We find ourselves, in this trial hour of the Re- 
public, surrounded by facts and circumstances 
such as our fathers dreamed not of, such as never 
before existed, and we are consequently without 
precedents to guide us; and it remains to be seen 
| whether we are equal to the task of piloting the 
vessel through the storm and bringing her toa 
| safe anchorage. 

When seas are calm, and skies are clear, the 
veriest novice may sail the vessel safely; but 
when the lightnings flash and the thunders roar, 
and sea and sky seem to meet and tremble in each 
other’s embrace, keeping time to the music of 
heaven’s artillery, it is then that stout hearts and 
strong arms are needed to man the yards and furl 





public legislation. On that account | move to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. THAYER. I suggest to the mover of the 
resolution that he alter it to ** Tuesday, May 31, 
at noon.”’ 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. | accept that suggestion. 

‘The motion to lay on the table was not agreed to. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I demand the previous 
question upon the passage. 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was passed. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken, and also moved to lay the motion to 


The latter motion was agreed to, 

Mr. ELIOT. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. FENTON. Will the gentleman give way 
a moment that [ may offer a resolution ? 

Mr. ELIOT. 1 will yield this time, but I can- 
not give way any more. 


DUES TO DECEASED SOLDIERS. 
Mr. FENTON asked unanimous consent to in- 
troduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be re- 
quested to ascertain what legislation, if any, is necessary 
to authorize and require the payment of the certificates, 





the sails and guide the vessel to a secure harbor. 

This wicked rebellion, forced upon us against 
our will, and in violation of all law, both human 
and divine, has upheaved and unsettled the very 
foundations of society, and thrown its component 
parts into chaotic wildness, and forced upon us the 
necessity of reorganization. 

This requires action, effort, arduous and self- 
sacrificing it may and nodoubt willbe. Butshall 
we therefore shun it? Shall we prove to a world 
of witnesses, who are anxious spectators, our de- 
generacy by endeavoring to avoid the responsi- 
bility thus thrust upon us? Shall we waste time 
by inaction, indecision, fault-finding, and charg- 
ing the difficulties under which we labor to this 
or that cause? Orshal we not rather go to work 
like men to correct the evils and bring order out of 
| confusion? 

The bill before us proposes simply an organ- 

ization to direct in a proper channel the physical, 
| the bone-and-sinew energy of the black race who 
have been made free by the fortunes of war—only 
| this and nothing more. The stock in trade of 
these people consists almost entirely of muscle; 
their manner of life heretofore, loaded with man- 
acles and groaning under the lash, has not been 
favorable to mental development and a business 
education. They must have assistance now that 
| their stock in trade may be made available; and 


issued by the Second Auditor and Second Comptroller of || it would seem us though the only quesuion to be 


the ‘Treasury, for arrears of pay and bounty due deceased | 
soldiers on presentation thereof to any paymaster of the 
Army in the city of Washington, as weil as in the district 
where the claimant resides. 


Mr. BROOKS objected. 
Mr. ELIOT. I now demand the regular order 


of business. 
MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
their Secretary, announced that the Senate have 
passed a joint resolution (H.R. No. 35) of thanks 
of Congress to the veteran soldiers who have re- | 
enlisted in the Army, without amendment, 

Also, that the Senate have passed an act (No. | 
140) to provide for the protection of the overland | 
emigration to the States and Territories of the 
Pacific; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 


settled is not whether it shall be done, but how shall 
it be done? 

But, sir, we are met at the very threshold of this 
discussion with objections, not as to the manner 
of doing it, but objections to doing it at all. 

The gentleman from Ohio says there 1s no pro- 
vision in the Constitution for this Bureau of Freed- 
men’s Affairs. I grant there is no specific pro- 
vision for this purpose, neither is there for saving 
the passengers and crew of a sinking ship, oF eX- 
tinguishing a conflagration, or doing a thousand 
other thifigs that require to be done; and yet if 
the necessity existed for any or all of these, and 
they could not be done without congressional ac- 
tion, I presume we should act withoutany speciae 
constitutional provision. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the great, the overshadow- 
ing, the all-prevailing objection to lending a help- 
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ing hand to these unfortunate people to enable 
them to take care of themselves is, that it will in- 
yolve the nation In the vortex of miscegenation, 
a new name, sir, for an old thing. But will the es- 
tablishment of this bureau necessarily lead to this 
result? Does any sane man believe it?) Are not 
the facts of history and the proofs of observation 
all against the conclusion? Does not the history 
of our own country prove, beyond successful con- 
tradiction, that the establishment of a bureau for 
the sale of the slave has produced the very re- 
sults which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] 
seems so much to dread, while in States where 
the negro has been free no such results have been 
yroduced ? 

These are facts which have passed into and be- 
come partof history, known and read of all men. 
Slavery, sir, negro slavery, has in the last three 
fourths of acentury produced in this country near 
half a million of a mixed race; and yet, with these 
facts staring us in the face, and making us asa 
nation a hissing and a by-word, we hear no sound, 
no whisper of disapprobation from those who hold 
to the political faith of the gentleman from Ohio. 
As long as the negro was fettered and lashed, as 
long as the clank of his manacles could be heard 
wafied upon every breeze, ay, sir, the very 
breezes which caused the flag above you to curl 
like a wave of the ocean, so long as the slave-pen 
stood yawning beneath and in the very shadow of 
the churches of this God-given heritage of ours, so 
long as men and women and children of all ages, 
conditions, and colors, ay, sir, colors through 
every change and grade and hue, from jet black 
to Caucasian white, were exhibited and sold upon 
the slave auction-block, so long these gentlemen 
were as silent asa charnel house as to mixed 
races. They read ‘‘ the Constitution as it is’? in 
such an accommodating manner as to persuade 
themselves that **black was not black, nor yet 
was white so very white.’’ But the moment the 
fetters are knocked off, the moment the black man 
begins to breathe the free air of heaven, the mo- 
ment he begins to exercise some ownership over 


= 


|} mst estimable blessing. 


his own bonesand blood and muscles, these guard- | 


ians of the Constitution take the alarm. ‘That 
moment this raw-head and bloody-bones of mis- 
cegenation, amalgamation, and all the other ations 
are paraded with a flourish of trumpets before this 
House and the country with a view, | suppose, to 
scare some men from their propriety. 

The fulmination of the home-made thunder, 
the reverberations of which have been heard for 
many months in every part of our land, have not 
as yet, I believe, done much serious damage. If 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] is to be be- 
lieved, the calamities which are to follow the pas- 
sage of this bill are twofold: first, the negro is to 
be destroyed, is to die. Butthat no injustice may 
be done that gentleman, | give his own language: 

“ But, sir, if slavery is doomed, so, alas! istheslave. No 
scheme like this bill can save him. The Indian reserves, 
treaties, bounties, and agencies did not and does not save 
the red man. No Government farming system, no chari- 
table black scheme, can wash out the colonot the negro, 
change his inferior nature, or save him from his inevitable 
fate. The irrepressible conflict is not between slavery and 
freedom, but between black and white, and, as De Tocque- 
ville prophesied, the black will perish.’’ 

That might be supposed to be the end of him. 
If he is **doomed”’ and he * perish,’’ might we 
not reasonably expect to be rid of him for this 
world? But no, it seems not; for a little further 
on this same gentleman says to us who favor this 
bill, ‘* Now youare in the millennial glory of abo- 
lition; so it will be hereafter with amalgamation.” 

I might hurl back with scorn and contempt the 
foul slander in his teeth, but I do not consider it 
my business to bandy epithets. I understand 
my business here to be of a different character, 
and I say to that gentleman now and here, that if 
he will devise a better plan for the accomplish- 
mentof the object sought than is found in the bill 
before the House, he can count on my vote for 
it. But when I asked that gentleman the other 
day how both these objects were to be accom- 
plished, first, the destruction, the annihilation of 
the black race, and then, hereafter, the “ millennial 
glory of amalgamation,’”’ I received for answer 
that they will all run, according to the new gos- 
pel of abolition, into the white people on that (our) 
side of the House.”? This answer may be smart, 
may be sensible, may be courteous, gentlemanly, 
and statesmanlike, but | confess I lacked then, 
and do now, the penetration to perceive it. Ac- 


_ THE CONGRES 





cording to this new theory the negro is dead to- 
day and alive to-morrow; “all things by turns, 
and nothing long;’’ either dead or alive, black or 


yellow, to suit the wishes or the fancy of these 


| nate for him. 


defenders of the ** Constitution asitis.’’ These 
men have millions for slavery, but not one cent 
for freedom. 

In another part of his speech the gentleman from 
Ohio was led into a train of thought and expres- 
sion which, in my opinion, were very unfortu- 
He quoted from his pamphlet, his 
text-book on that occasion, these words, * the 
practical recognition of the brotherhood of all the 
children of a common Father,’’ and proceeded to 
say, ‘* just what our miscegenetic Chaplain prays 


| for almost every morning, and you all voted for 


| testagainstthem? 


so © 
him, even some of my friends from the border 
States.’’ 

Now, what is there in this that is objectionable? 
Is it the expression ‘children of a common Fa- 
ther???’ Does that form of expression grate harshly 
on the highly-polished sensibilities of that gentle- 
man? Elas he never, in his reading of history, 
met with similar expressions and entered no pro- 
If not, allow me to read ashort 
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pass, we are told that because the Indians as a 
race of people are passing away, so necessarily 
will the negro, if made free. 1 undertake to say 
there is no parallel between the two cases. The 
Indian is of a roving and unsettled nature, not 
domestic in his habits. 
verse of this. 
erty. 


The negro is the very re- 
The Indian accumulates no prop- 
the negro does. Upon these points there is 
nor .'n for conjecture, the experiment has been 
tried. The Indian absorbs the vices without the 
virtues of the white man, and is fast passing from 
the earth to the land of the great hereafter. 

The negro has learned to live with and copy 
the virtues as well as the vices of the white man. 
He is careful, kind, and affectionate in his dispo- 
sition. He seeks a fixed habitation, he aecumu- 
lates property, he grows rich, he builds churches 


|| and school-houses, and he feeds, clothes, and edu- 


extract, for his benefit and the benefit of those who | 
sympathize with him, from the words of one who | 


in times past was good authority for Democrats, 
and is good authority for genuine Democrats to- 
day: 
HEADQUARTERS Seventu MILITARY DisTrRIcT, 
Moni.e, September 21, 1814. 
To the Free Colored Inhabitants of Louisiana: 


Through a mistaken policy you have heretofore been de- | 


prived of a participation in the glorious struggle for national 
rights in which our country is engaged. ‘This no longer 
shall exist. 

As sons of freedom you are now called upon to defend our 
As Americans your country looks 


| with confidence to her adopted children for a valorous sup 


port as a faithful return tor the advantages enjoyed under 
her mild and equitable Government. As fathers, husbands, 
and brothers, you are summoned to rally round the stand 
ard of the eagle to defend all that is dear in existence. 
Your country, although calling for your exertions, does 


| not wish you to engage in her cause without remunerating 


you for the services rendered. Your intelligeut ninds are 


not to be Jed away by false representations; your love of 


honor would cause you to despise the man who should 
attempt to deceive you. In the sincerity of a soldier and 
the language of truth L address you. 

To every noble-hearted treeman of color volunteering to 
serve during the present contest with Great Britain, and no 
longer, there will be paid the same bounty in money and 


| lands now reccived by the white soldiers of the United 


States. The non-commissioned officers and privates will 
also be entitled to the same monthly pay and daily rations 
and clothes furnished to any American soldier. 

On enrolling yourselves in companies the major general 
commanding will select officers for your government from 
your white fellow-citizens. Your non-commissioned offi- 
cers Will be appointed trom among yourselves. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 

But, sir, it may be urged by those who oppose 
this bill, and who are horrified at calling black 
men ‘fadopted children’? and * fellow-citizens,”’ 
that this was an experiment of Old Hickory’s, 
and that after trying it once he never would have 
indorsed the same course again. But this objec- 
tion is answered and silenced by the fact that the 
old hero subsequently issued the following ‘* proc- 


| lamation to the free people of color:”’ 


| and all the fatigues of a campaign. 


*‘ Soldiers! when, on the banks of the Mobile, I called 
upon you to take up arms, inviting you to partake of the 
perils and the glory of your white fellow-cilizens, I expected 
much from you, for | was not ignorant that you possessed 
qualities most formidable to an invading enemy. I knew 
with what fortitude you could endure hunger and thirst, 
I knew well how you 
loved your native country, and that you had, as well as our 
selves, to defend what man holds most dear, his parents, 
relations, wife, children, and property. 

“ You have done more than [expected. In addition to the 
previous qualities | before knew you to possess, I found, 
moreover, among you a noble enthusiasm which leads to 
the perforraance of great things. 

“Soldiers! the President of the United States shall hear 
how. praiseworthy was your conduct in the hour of danger, 
and the representatives of the American people will, I 
doubt not, give you the praise your cxploits entitle you to. 
Your general anticipates them in applauding your noble 
ardor.”? : 


Such, Mr. Speaker, was the language of the 
hero of New Orleans; such the sentiment ofa pa- 
triot and soldier—*‘ adopted children,”’ ** fellow- 
citizens,’’ ‘* Americans,’’ &c., &c. And yet I be- 
lieve his Democracy was never doubted. How 


| comes it, then, that in these last days men calling 


themselves Democrats are so much shocked if our 
Chaplain prays for the “children of a common 
Father?”’? Verily these men have the ‘‘ form of 
Democracy without the power,’”’ the shadow 
without the substance. 

But as another reason why this bill should not 


cates his children as the white man does. 
But hear the gentleman from Ohio again. 
says: 


He 


“When the party in power by edict and bayonet, by 


sham election and juggling proclamation, drag down sta 


very, they drag down the very genius of our civil polity, 
local selt-government. They strike constitutional liberty 
in striking at domestic slavery.”’ 

These are strange sentiments to be proclaimed 
in the Capitol of the nation boasting of civil and 
religious liberty—the Capitol whose summit is 
crowned by a statue representing the goddess of 
Liberty. According to this doctrine the * genius 
of our civil polity’’ is dependent for its existence 
upon human slavery. ‘* Domestic slavery’’ is 
notonly the *corner-stone”’ butit is the support 
and protection of constitutional liberty. Whata 
paradox! What political heresy! What an in- 
sult to common sense! 

But, Mr. Speaker, the action of the border 
States seems to trouble some of the gentlemen who 
oppose this bill; notonly the gentleman from Ohio 
who wrote a book, but also the gentleman from 
New York of the smooth sentences and many 
languages, feels much aggrieved by the action of 
these States, and now we cannot have a discus- 
sion as to the necessity and propriety of estab- 
lishing a bureau for the purpose of enabling men 
long bound, but now free, to take care of them- 
selves, without lugging in a certain quantity of 
abuse of the border States. 

1 do not name this, sir, for the purpose of de- 
fending those States. No, sir; there is no need 
of that. This would bea work of supererogation, 


| The border States are here in the persons of their 


Representatives, equal to the men of any State 


| upon this floor, able and willirg to take care of 


themselves; men with whom 7 m proud to be 
allowed to act; men who, when « ‘mmanded to 
bow down and worship the image which traitors 
had erected, refused, bravely, boldly, nobly re- 
fused, and refused, too, in sight of the furnace of 
persecution heated seven times hotter than ever 
before, and through which they knew they must 
pass. They have passed. The protecting angel 
of liberty and patriotism was with them, shield- 
ing and protecting the m,and to-day they are here 
without the smell of fire upon their garments. 
But I refer to this attack of the gentleman from 
Ohio upon the border States for a different pur- 
pose, namely, the corruption produce d upont en 
by the **greenbacks.’’ His language is: 

“‘ Judging by what we daily see here in this "ee, fue 
border States, through the blandishments of power, the tear 
of ruin, the tyranny of the bayonet, and the corruption of 
greenbacks, are, I think, gradually being persuaded to yield 
before the genius of universal emancipation.” 

These greenbacks, sir, must possess very Ssin- 
gular as well as very powerful qualities. ‘To-day 
they are ‘* trash,’’ ** sag currency,”’ “* worthless,” 
and to-morrow they are corrupting the entire bor- 
der States, and by the witchery of their power se- 
ducing the entire border line (behind which these 
gentlemen expected to take shelter) into the sup- 
port of ‘universal emancipation.” If they pos- 
sess so much power they cannot be altogether 
worthless. 

This bureau is to be established because the 
abolition of slavery has set free thousands of per- 
sons, who, having heretofore labored for others, 
must now be directed how they are to help them- 
selves. The gentleman of many languages, from 
New York, accepts the fact that slavery is abol- 
ished, and declares his intention of abandoning a 
hobby so long and so successfully ridden, and to 
go before the country on different issues and a 
different platform. And here itis worth a pass- 
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ing notice, that when the institution 1s no longer 
hike ly to be of any service to this class of polita- 
, they are re ady to a knowledge, what has 
all along been claimed by the most ultra aboli- 
tionists, namely, that the preaching on the Mount 
of Olives end on Mars Hill was calculated to 
abolish slavery; not sudde nly , but gradually, this 
I say to him that **the times 
of this ignorance God winked at, but now com- 
mands all men (evel Calhoun Democrats) every- 
where Lo repent,’’ so that a ** nation may be born 
ma day ee 

I have looked through that gentleman’s speech 
for the material out of which to manufacture this 
new platform, and find what | suppose to be one 
of the pl inks. 


cians 


gentleman says. 


I give his language: 
* Before we have finished this war the debt will be 
© 1.000,000 000—a huge, monstrous, and crushing debt— 
ich will inflict Upon posterity, upon my ¢ hildren, upon 
your children, and theirchildren hereafter, for hundreds of 
ears, taxation under which they will groan as negro slaves 
have groaned under the white master; a tax of thirty cents 
on the day-laborer’s dollar.’ 


What does this mean? Has the gentleman 
looked into the future and fixed the time when 
to cease? Can it not stop until the 
hes $4,000,000,000? If that is 


this war is 


' ‘ 
nationai de bt rena 


so, if the fiat has gone forth from the powers at | 


Richmond and their friends here that that is the 
point, then the sooner we make the debt that 
amount the better. Or does the gentleman wish 
the impression to go abroad to the country that 


our national deltisnow about thatamount? Has 


his fertile imagination so soon create d ** sixteen | 


men in buekram?’ 

And then, Mr. Speaker, this debt is to burden 
our children and our children’s children for hun- 
dreds of years, taking thirty cents out of every 
dollar earned by the day-laborer. 


bellion and maintain the supremacy of the laws, 
and we need have no fear of national bankruptcy. 
A-common-sense examination of this monster 
bankruptcy will find it as unsubstantial as the 
baseless fabric of a vision. 

The objects contemplated in the bill now before 
us will cost something, | grant. But, sir, itis an 
incident to the war, and we cannot avoid it if we 
would. And the cost need be but trifling, and 
after the first year nothing. 
rapidly learn to take care of themselves. Some 
of them have taken care of their masters and their 
masters’ families for years, and consequently are 
now well qualified to take care of themselves, and 
with a very little encouragement the balance will 
soon learn. Besides, sir, there are some things 
worth more than gold, among which are ‘life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” 

Is it possible, sir, that we must contend with 
these gentlemen at every step? First, we must 
have no coercion; our southern brethren must be 
allowed to do as they pleased. 
upon the old flag, the ensign of our nationality; 


but if we attempted to restrain them, we were | 
charged with violating the Constitution. Second, | 


| we must be very careful to guard the property of 


rebels, and see to it thatall their men and women 
property were kept at home, and when Order No. 
3 was issued they were hugely pleased—an in- 


'| famous order, sir, and loyaland true men all over 
|| the country wonder its author is still kept in 


that that gentleman has cultivated his knowledge | 
of the languages to the neglect of his knowledge | 


of arithmetic. 
laborer’s dollar, I suppose, 18 to be the battle-cry 


of this new party, or rather an old party with a || 


The toiling millions are to be told 
that they will be compelled to pay thirty cents 
ut ofevery dollar of their hard-earned wages. 
That willdo. ‘That will bring votes, if you can 
make them believe it. Bat I think the gentleman 
miscalculates, for while the masses may not be 
able to quote Latin, French, and Arabic as readily 
as he does, yetthey know the multiplication table, 
and are able to detectall such shallow attempts to 
catch their votes. 

How will this look when you apply the figures 
to it?) If we call the population thirty millions, 
at an estimate of one dollar per day for one third 
of themand nothing for the other two thirds, then 
estimate the taxable property at $20,000,000,000, 
and tax it one dollar on a hundred, one tenth of 
what Jeff. Davis does, and then take thirty cents 
on the dollar, as proposed by the gentieman from 
New York, and in four years we should pay off 
the entire national debt, and have $400,000,000 
over. ‘Then what becomes of this ** crushing, 
monstrous debt”? “‘for hundreds of years upon 


our children and our children’s children?’ 
) 


new name, 


This thirty cents out of the day- | 





ut the debt is not $4,000,000,000, nor is itthe | 


half of it; and that gentleman knows thisas well | 


as any person living, and he knows also that it is | 


not expected or intended to pay this debt all off 
ina few years, but merely pay the interest, and 
provide a small sinking fund, which can be done 
without affecting the day-laborer’s dollar. This 


talk about the day-laborer’s dollar is allclap-trap | 


manufactured for the occasion. There is nota 


country in the world to-day where the laboring | 


classes are so well paid as in this country, and || 


they know it and appreciate it, the clamor of 
demagogues to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Again, sir, there is another feature connected 
with this country that is cheering to the heart of 
every patriot. We have been engaged in a war 


of immense magnitude for near three years, and | 


yet the bonds of the Governmentare worth more 
to-day than when the war began. No other coun- 


lam fearful || 


try in the world ever made such an exhibit. It |! 
is worse than folly, sir, to talk of bankrupting a || 


people whose fields teem with abundance of the 
necessaries and comforts of life,and whose mines 
excelin richness those of Golconda. No, sir. Give 
us buta united people, standing shoulder to shoul- 


der, not sympathizing with rebels, not making | 


speeches which are cheered in Richmond, but 
honest and earnest in their efforts to suppress re- 


| circumstances fight. 





power; an order that has cost us the lives of 
thousands of good and true men. 


These people wiil | 


They could fire | 


Next, when | 
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tention to call the previous question at the close 
of his remarks? 
Mr. ELIOT. It is my intention to do so. 
Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to occupy a few 


minutes on this bill before the debate Closes: 
’ 


| whether now or hereafter is immaterial to me. 


Mr. ELIOT. I believe it is time that the House 
came to a decision as to whether it desires to have 
this debate longer continued. This bill stands now 
in the way of the action of the House on the busi- 
ness of all other committees. I therefore felt it to 
be my duty to seek the floor as soon as I could 
for the purpose of moving the previous question, 

At the time this bill was proposed last session, 
there were two bills pending before the House 
and Senate, providing for the issuing of bonds in 
case the State of Missouri or the State of Mary- 


land should enact laws of emancipation. It was 


| believed advisable that some provision should be 
made, in case such legislation should take place, 


for the management of those bonds. The third 
section of this act was introduced mainly for that 


| purpose. Butall that has passed away; and 7 
1 


of our own friends believe that the bill, whic 
would not be affected at all by the provisions of 


| the third section, had better be disembarrassed of 


it; and if laws shall hereafter be passed concern- 


| ing ee it will be time enough then 


necessity compelled them, they agreed the negro || 


set the negro to work to do something for him- 
self and for the country, these gentlemen’s hands 
are raised in holy horror for fear the Constitution 


| will suffer, and the ‘ day-laborer’s dollar’’ be 
taxed. Oh, ye lovers of the people and defenders | 


of the Constitution, yetime-servers, ye sunshine, 
ye holiday friends, ye criers of hosannah to- 
day and crucifiers to-morrow, the people, the 
country understand you. Your day of power has 


|| passed; your glory has departed; Ichabod is writ- 
| ten upon your old temples, and ye may well seek | 
for other issues and another platform to keep your | 


devoted heads above the accumulating waves of 
oblivion which are about to roll over you. 
3ut, sir, this bill will pass. 
** In spite of rock or tempest’s roar, 
In spite of false lights on this floor,” 


The indus- 


it will become the law of the land. 


| trial energies of the nation will be set in motion, 


and good will be achieved. Yes, sir, the clouds 


| are lifting, rebellion recedes, redemption draws 


nigh. The rays of glory are already brighten- 
ing the horizon with their splendor, and a proper 
exercise of vigilance on our part will work from 


| the important events now transpiring around us 


the great problem of man’s political salvation. 
REENLISTED VETERANS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, in 


answer to a resolution of the House of Represent- | 


| atives of the 26th ultimo, transmitting a commu- 


nication from the Secretary of War, relative to 
the reénlistment of veteran volunteers. 


The letter from the Secretary of War was read, | 


stating that the transmission at the present time 


| of the information called for, to wit, a statement 


of the number of volunteers reénlisted into the 
United States service, how many and from what 
States, and to what particular State or States of 


| which they were non-residents they were cred- 


ited, would be in his opinion prejudicial to the 
public service. 
The message and accompanying letter were laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 
Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 


Bills, reported as truly enrolled joint resolution | 
(H.R. No. 35) of thanks of Congress to the vol- | 
unteer soldiers who have reénlisted in the Army; | 


when the Speaker signed the same. 
FREEDMEN’S AFFAIRS—AGAIN. 
Mr. ELIOT took the floor. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts whether it is his in- 


| might dig, drive, and cook, but he must under no || 
Finally, when we have 
| driven them from all these positions inch by inch, | 
and we come to a point where it is necessary to | 








| stick closely to the bill. 


to declare how the bonds shall be distributed, 
Therefore, sir, with the authority of the commit- 
tee, | move to strike out the third section of the 
bill. Let me say to the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Penp.eton,] that 1 can possibly accommo- 
date him in the time which I have the right to 
use after the previous question is seconded; and 
I shall be glad to do so. 

Mr. PENDLETON. That will answer my 
purpose entirely. I desire to occupy buta very 
few minutes. 

Mr. ELIOT. 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded—there 
being, on a division, ayes 61, noes 46—and the 
main question ordered. 


Mr. ELIOT. 1 desire to inquire of the gentle- 


I now move the previous ques- 


| man from Ohio how much time he will be satis- 
| fied to have? 


Mr. PENDLETON. I have no doubt that! 
can conclude in ten or fifteen minutes all that | 
have to say. 

Mr. ELIOT. The gentleman shall have fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to acknowledge 
the courtesy of the gentleman from Massachiu- 
setts. The time he has given me compels me to 
I could not if 1 would 
wander into the discussion of the many topics 
already alluded to in the debate. [ cannot waste 
words or even take time to elaborate any view of 
this bill. I must content myself with bare sug- 
gestions, leaving to the House to supply what- 
ever in my haste I am obliged to omit. 

I regret that the debate on this bill has degen- 
erated on the part of its friends from the high 
position in which it was left by the honorable 


| gentleman from Massachusetts, the chairman of 


the select committee, [Mr. Exior.] He appealed 
to our highest humanity. It is true he touched 
upon the question of power, and asserted that he 
found it among not only the implied but also 
the express grants of the Constitution, but he 
touched lightly upon this point, he pressed it with 
none of the fervor with which he advocates his 
well-settled convictions. He urged us to pass this 
bill in mercy if not in justice to a race whom he 
described as poor, houseless, homeless, destitute, 
thriftless, ignorant, whom the fortunes of war 
had thrown upon our care, and whom we were 
bound to protect while they were passing from 4 
state of bondage to liberty, while they were be- 
coming habituated to the difference of the cares 
and duties imposed by their changed condition 
from compulsory to compensated labor. 

The gentleman from Philadelphia dragged the 
discussion down into the dirtiest puddle of part- 
san politics. He participated in the debate, and 
contamination was in the contact. He rehearsed 
his oft-repeated anathema against the Democratic 
party. He seeks tocompensate by the intensity 
of his manner for the staleness of bis matter. He 
seeks to convey the impression that new and 
strange tones of his voice necessarily imply new 
and varied thoughts. He labors under the im- 
pression common to apostates, that all its intelli- 
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conce, all its virtue, all its patriotism left the Dem- 
Seratic party when he left it. He is not more 
‘ortant nor yet less vain than many another 


oO 


im} 

man whom I have seen attached to that great 
party, and by the aid of its power rising to high 
niace. ‘Their appreciation of themselves and the 


party has no parallel except in that of the fly upon 
the coach wheel, which, elated with the smooth- 
ness and rapidity of the motion, called to the coach 
to 
carrying it along so swiftly. 

My colleague, [Mr. Cox,] before he had fin- 
ished an analysis of the bill which he had com- 
menced with his accustomed ability, was easily 


seduced by the taunts of gentlemen on the other 


side of the Chamber to enter upon the discussion 
of the old doctrine of amalgamation under the new 
name of miscegenation. The gentleman from 


New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] avoiding the practical | 
questions suggested by this bill, announced his 


belief that slavery is dead, and gave several rea- 
sons for believing and for saying so. Both gen- 
tlemen, however, agreed that if this bill could be 
so changed as that it would impose no burden on 


the Treasury, they would be prepared to give it 


a favorable consideration. 7 

Sir, | am not willing to let the opposition to 
this bill rest entirely on the argument made by 
either of them. They have given up one of the 
strong points of the case. 

If there is no constitutional power to pass this 
bill, the fact that it costs nothing makes the in- 
fraction none the less flagrant. If there is con- 


stitutional power to pass it, then there is power 


be duly thankful that itself and the wheel were || powers you give to one or another of these offi- 
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As my objections to the bill are radical, 1 will 


| not be so uncandid as to dwell upon the objec- 


tions to its details, faulty as I think L could show 
these to be. | will only pause to point you tothe 
officers created by it: the commissioner, eight or 
ten assistant commissioners, and all needful su- 
perintendents and clerks to carry into operation 
this complicated machine wherever it may once 
geta foothold. I will only suggest the enormous 


cers. They shall have power to decide all ques- 
tions arising under any law heretofore or hereaf- 
ter to be enacted concerning persons of African 
descent, whether they have ever been slaves or not, 


| and all persons who have or may become free, or 


in anywise entitled to their freedom. They shall 
have power to assign to the freedmen all lands 
which have been at any time abandoned, even 
though they may now be occupied by their own- 
ers; and to advise and aid them, organize and di- 
rect their labor, adjust their wages, and arbitrate 
their quarrels. Extraordinary power, indeed ! 
Were such ever intrusted to manand not abused ? 


| Nor will I remind gentlemen that this very diffi- 


| culty was frequently foretold, that the incapacity 


of the negro to take care of himself was often al- 


| luded to, and that you always ridiculed the idea, 


to incur all the expense necessary to carry it || 


into full operation. 
Nor, sir, am I quite willing to have the ques- 


tion embarrassed by any view we may take of | 


the proclamation of emancipation. The effect ot 
that proclamation, or its authority, have noth- 
ing to do with this question. 

| agree with the gentleman from Maryland, 


(Mr. Davis,] that no lawyer whose opinion is | 


worth having thinks it worth more than the paper 
on which it is written, ‘The power of Federal 


armies may be brought into requisition to give it | 
them- 
selves and extorted as a condition precedent to | 


validity. ‘Test oaths unconstitutional in 
the enjoyment ofany civil right may give itsome 
sort of effect; but of itself it is utterly void; it is 
illegal; itis of no authority; it ought never to 


have been issued; it ought to be immediately re- | 


called; it has never freed a single slave; it never 
will. But that is not the question here. Itis not 
even remotely involved. 

We have within our lines now five hundred 


thousand men, women, and children who are ac- | 


tually freed by the chancesof war. The number 
increases daily. They consist of slaves who have 


have been run away from by their rebel masters, 
and slaves who have been made captives by our 
troops. They are all free, actually free, legally 
free, and will never be reénslaved. 


It was in behalf of these that the gentleman | 
He told us | 


from Massachusetts appealed to us. 
they were poor; without food, except Govern- 


mentrations; without clothes,except Government | 
clothing; without houses or homes, and without | 
knowledge enough to take care of themselves and | 


peariee for their families. He did not tell us— 
) 


ut it is frequently alluded to in the various re- | 


ports of those who have looked into this subject— 
that they long for the repose and quiet of their 
old homes and the care of their masters; that 


freedom has not been to them the promised boon; | 


that even thus soon it has proven itself to be a 
life of torture, ending only in certain and speedy 
death. But he did tell us that this ignorance arose 
from the circumstances of their former life; that 


we have changed those circumstances, and that it | 


is our duty to fit them to bear and to benefit by 
the change which we have wrought. Sir, the ap- 


peal of the gentleman made a deep impression | 


upon me. But reflection has convinced me that 
the highest considerations of official duty and of 


sound policy require that we should not yield to | 


those sympathies and pass this bill. 

I stand, sir, here substantially with my friend 
from New York, a member of the select com- 
mittee, [Mr. Karsrveiscu,}] who addressed the 

ouse so forcibly afew days ago. We have not 
the power; if we had, its exercise would destroy 
our best hopes for a restoration of our Union 


| if his skin is black?’ 


What will you do with the negro when you shall 
haveemancipated him? was frequently asked; and 


as often your virtuous indignation boiled over at | 


the bare intimation that he was not thoroughly 
competent to take care of himself. 
man anda brother?’’ 


’ 


Is he not ‘ta 
‘*Is not his soul white 
‘* Did not one God make 
both white and black?’’ This was the answer 
from most of the Republicans of the last Con- 
gress. Some few took refuge, as the gentleman 


from Maryland did a day or two ago, in the sug- | 
7 ’ ”s } 
| gestion that these troublesome questions were de- | 


vices of the Democratic devil to disturb the minds 
and unsettle the faith and shatter the harmony of 
the faithful. Nevertheless these questions are 
now here for solution, and the care of the negro 
bids fair to be as troublesome in the future as his 
emancipation has been in the past. 

Sir, we have no power to pass any bill of this 
kind; and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Exrsor] frankly means that when he says: 


* But if all proclamations were wrong and all laws were 


| Without constitutional support which have sought to liber 
| ate the slaves of enemies, still the rebellion itself has freed 


them, and they are subjects of our charge. 


We must pro 
tect them or be taithless in our office.”’ 


But if we had the power we ought not to exer- 
cise it. 

| have seen the orders of General Banks at 

New Orleans, and of General Butler at Fortress 


| Monroe, and the reportof Mr. Mellen, the Treas- 


| 





|| ury agent on the Mississippi, in relation to this 
: . | 
run away from their rebel masters, slaves who || 


very subject. I believe those orders establish as 
good a system as you can expect to organize 
under this bill. They provide for the care, train- 
ing, education, wages, clothing, support, and com- 
pulsory labor of the colored people. This is done 
under commissioners and superintendents, who, 
being officers of the Army and directly amenable 
to those generals, will doubtless perform the du- 
ties as well as any others who might be selected. 
And as for those generals who are thus to super- 


vise the arrangements, whatever higher places | 


they may be fit for, their worst enemies would 


not dare to say that they have not eminent capa- | 
city to organize and control a village of contra- | 


bands and to regulate the occupation of aban- 
doned plantations. Their scheme, then, is equal 
in vou results to that proposed by this bill, and 
is far superior in this: that it is a military order; 
that it islimited to military occupation; itis short 
in duration, contracting in its tendency, and will 
expire soon by the very law of its being. 


commencement, is in its nature progressive, ex- 
pansive; begins a bureau, aspires already to bea 
Department, and will last as long as the Govern- 
ment itself, 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Exior] 
will say that the number of these contrabands is 
now too large for management by these military 
orders. That I think is not the difficulty. But 
if it is, let me suggest a remedy based upon the 
reasonings of his speech and of these various re- 
ports. You say these contrabands are patient, 
docile, brave, industrious, but too ignorant to 


take care of themselves; that they are in our | 


AL GLOBE. 


On the | 
other hand, the plan of the committee, large at its | 


Soi 


charge; and that it is our duty to support, train, 
and educate them for the duties of life, and to com- 
pel them to labor as a means at once of support- 
ing themselves and of rermbursing us. The con- 
current testimony of all the reports on that sub- 


ject, Which the gentleman himself furnished me, 


is that the discipline of the milttary service is the 
very best method of imparting this education in 
the shortest possible time. You say that it has 
become the settled policy of this Government to 
use colored soldiers. In the loyal States you 
draft both the free negro and the slave. Why 
not, then, take these contrabands, whom you say 
you are bound to educate, put them into the A rmy, 
which you say is the best school, and thus, while 
you fulfill the duty to them, relieve your citizens 
at home from thatever-present, fearful foreboding 
which haunts the home of every family too poor 
in these times of high prices tq lay by $300 for 
each draft? 

The gentleman will say, ** The women and chil- 
dren will still remain to be cared tor.’’ ‘True; 
but surely for them General Banks and General 
Butler and Mr. Mellen will suffice; and if not, 
then I answer, in the language of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Davis] the other day on an- 
other question, ** Let the Government take charge 
of the charities of life, and, after deducting a proper 
sum from the wages of the colored soldic r,appro- 
priate a sufficient sum for the support of each 
needy member of a poor family whose protector 
is taken away,’’ to be administered through the 
agency of these military authorities, 

Sut, sir, | pass to anotherconsideration. Lam 
one of those who still hope for a restoration of 
the Union; not the unity of our territory only, 
but the maintenance of the Union under the Con- 
stitution. I hope that we may maintain the in- 
tegrity of our system of government: the system 
of confederation; the system whose foundation 
is State rights. ‘The Constitution is a compact of 
government made by sovereign States, which 
assigns to the Federal Government its powers 
and duties, and reserves all others to the States 
and people. Its foundation is that all power not 
granted is reserved; all duties not specifically en- 
joined are forbidden. The duties of the Federal 
Government are few and simple. They relate to 
foreign affairs and mattews of general and universal 
interest. Its powers were intended to be limited 
also. Tothe States were committed all matters of 
local concern and the care of the rights and liber- 
ties of all their citizens. ‘Their reserved powers 
were consequently very large. Our fathers thought 
this the very hidden secretof theirsystem. They 
thought they had discovered in this the philoso- 
pher’s stone of government. And so they had, 
It was the beauty and the pride of our system. 
It secured to us liberty; it secured to us prosper- 
ity; it secured to us self-government beyond the 
example of any people. In an evil hour it was 
abandoned. Since then we have had war, and 
misery, and tyranny; but | forbear. 

I see the efforts made to reconstruct State gov- 
ernment. They are upon a wrong basis; they 
oughtto fail; I believe they willfail. They would 
be a perpetual mockery of the duty on the part 
of the Federal Government to guaranty a repub- 
lican form of government to the States. Never- 
theless they may succeed. If they do, it will be 
the right and the duty of each State to take care 
of her own poor; it 1s a duty she cannot shift 
upon another, a right she cannot surrender. It 
is a duty which the Federal Government has no 
power to perform, a right which the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no power to accept. Build up the 
system proposed by this bill, and you will have 
established tn the heart of each State that which 
will prove the very strongest obstacle against its 
return to the Union on the basis of the old Con- 
stitution. Establish it firmly, and you will have 
in each State a settlement of negroes superintended 
by your officers, more difficult of management 
either by the Federal Governmentor by the State 
than were the Indians in Georgia, which will 
either draw the Federal Government into the per- 
formance of a State duty, or will harass and an- 
noy and embitter the officers of the State in the 
performance of it themselves. 

| have said nothing, sir, of State institutions. 
They may perish. They are butforatime. Their 
duration depends upon many causes. But State 
rights belong to our Government, are an essential 
part of its system, are essential to liberty itself. 
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I am pledged to maintain them; pledged by every 
oath in which [swore to support the Constitution 
of the United States. That oath I intend to keep 
sacrediy to the end. And because I intend to 
keep it, lam constrained thus to oppose this bill. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 


Mr. McDonanp, one of its clerks, notifying the || 
House that that body returned House bill No. 


122, to increase the internal revenue, and for other 
purposes, with the report of the committee on 
conference thereon, in which the committee were 
unable to agree, for the action of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Iilinois. lL ask that 

’ 
by unanimous consent the House proceed to the 
consideration of that report, 

Mr. ELIOT. lLask the gentleman to postpone 
it for a little whilg. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I would be 
glad to do so, but for the circumstances under 
which Lam placed. [am obliged to leave town 
at five o’elock this afternoon. 

Mr. ELIOT. | do not object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. [ submit from 
the committee of conference the following report, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments to the DULCH. Kk. No. 
ivY) “to increase the internal revenue, and for other pur 
poses,’ having met, after full and free conference have 
been unable to agree. 

JOIN SHERMAN, 
DANIEL CLARK, 
THOMAS A. HENDRICKS, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. | 


E. B. WASHBURNE, 

JOHN A. KASSON, 

JOUN L. DAWSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 


it willbe seen by that report that the committee of | 


conference has not been able to agree. While I do 
not state anything, of course, that occurred in the 


-? 


committee of conference, I will state that I think 


there would have been no difficulty with the man- 


agers on the part of the House in coming to an 
agreement on the subject. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dawson,] who represented 
the minority of the House, was willing, in order 
that the difference between the two Houses might 
be accommodated, to agree to the tax of twenty 


cents; but he wanted the tax in future to remain | 


at sixty instead of eighty cents. This contained 
the difference between the two Houses. 

Mr. STEVENS. He does not represent the 
minority of the House if he does not disagree to 
that. y 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I believe the 
gentleman from the Brownsville district of Penn- 
sylvanta (Mr. Dawson] voted with the gentle- 
man from the Lancaster district, [Mr. Stevens,]} 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, on every proposition against taxing the 
stock on hand. 

I was proceeding to say it was insisted by par- 


ties whoare against any retaxation that the Flouse | 
had decided against the principle of taxing whisky | 
on hand. It was insisted upon the other side that 


the ELouse had not decided upon any such prin- 


ciple, but had only decided against taxing it forty | 


cents a gallon. In order to test the sense of the 


Llouse upon that subject, | move the following 


resolution in connection with the report made by 
the committee: 


Resolved, That the House insist upon its disagreement to 
the Senate amendments to House bill No. 122, and thatthe 
House request of the Senate another committee of confer- 
ence on the said bill; and itis hereby declared to be the 
judgment of this House that in an adjustment of the differ- 
enoes between the two Houses on the said bill there should 
be an additional duty of not less than twenty nor more than 
forty cents per gallon imposed on spirits on hand for sale. 


Mr. STEVENS. I rise toa pointof order. It | 


is that that is not in order as an amendment to 
the report of the committee of conference. The 


committee can report nothing but their disagree- | 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order, as stated by the gentleman from Fee 
sylvania, that the resolution is not in order as an 
amendment to the report of the committee; but it 
is in order for any member of the committee or 
the House to offer such a resolution; and he un- 
derstands it is offered in that shape. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. IT offer the 
resolution, and demand the previous question. 








| der that the gentleman from Illinois 
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Mr. STEVENS. The committee did not offer | before the House, he made the motion which he 


| the resolution, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illi- | 
nois, a member of the committee, offered it. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope my | 


friend from Pennsylvania will keep cool. 

Mr. STEVENS. Of course he will. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the 
House of Representatives has the power to in- 
struct any committee which it authorizes to be 
appointed. Itisa judicious check upon the power 
of the Speaker in appointing committees. They 
have a right to instruct a committee of confer- 
ence, as they have aright to instruct a standing or 
a select committee. ‘The gentleman from Illinois 
moves this himself as a resolution. It seems, 
however, susceptible of division, first upon asking 
another committee of conference, and secondly 
upon the instructions. As to the right to move 
instructions the Chair has no doubt. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would ask the Chair 
whether he holds that an individual can offer the 
resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise to a point of order. It 


| is that when the committee made their report they 
| ceased to be a committee, and therefore it is not 


in order to instruct them. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains that point 
of order also, as stated by the gentleman raising 


| it. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wasa- 
BURNE] having been one of the conferees moves | 


for another conference, and in addition offers a 
resolution instructing them, which he has the 


| right to do. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Then two questions are in- 
volved, 

The SPEAKER. There are. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I raise another point of or- 
der. It is that no committee being in existence, 
a resolution of that kind is notin order. If it re- 
quires unanimous consent, I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that it does 
not require unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. What right has the gentle- 


man to introduce it unless he has unanimous con- 
sent? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose as one 
of the late conferees and offered it, as applying to 
the bill on which the two Houses have thus far 
failed to agree. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. He had ceased to be one of 
the conferees. 

The SPEAKER. It is usual, when a confer- 
ence committee reports a disagreement, to recog- 
nize one of the conferees for any motion he desires 
to make. 

The Chair would modify his previous state- 
ment on another point. Upon reflection he does 
not think the resolution of instructions will be 
susceptible of division. It being really a commit- 
tal of a bill to a committee with proposed instruc- 
tions, the rule is imperative that the vote must be 
taken on it as a whole. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise to a point of order. 
There is no committee to instruct. 

The SPEAKER. It is an almost every-day 
practice to move the appointment of a select com- 
mittee with instructions to them to perform cer- 
tain acts. 

Mr. STEVENS. Is it in order to move an 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will be if the previous 
question is not seconded. 

Mr. STEVENS. I desire te move an amend- 


| ment. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I make the point of or- 

had not the 
floor to make a motion of that kind. A motion 
to raise a committee of conference is not such 
a privileged motion as will take precedence of 
other business. When the gentleman made his 
report he exhausted his privilege. Having ex- 
hausted that privilege, he cannot hold the floor 
for the purpose of putting in a motion which is not 
a privileged one. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point 
of order, and for the reason that when the con- 
ferees reported to the House they brought with 
their report the bill and the amendments upon 
which thetwo Houses disagreed. These are now 
on the Clerk’s table and before the House. ‘The 
Chair then recognized the gentleman from IlIli- 
nois, [Mr. Wasnsurne,] and, the papers being 











| did in reference to it, and in order. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move that the House 


_ recede from its disagreement to the amendments 


of the Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I believe the 
gentleman from Ohio cannot do that while I have 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio as taking pre- 
cedence of the motion of the gentleman from I|- 
linois. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The motion 


of the gentleman from Ohio cannot be entertained 


| if the previous question should be sustained. 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from [)\j- 
nois will consult the gentleman whom he said 
the other day was ‘* the best parliamentarian in 


| the United States,’’ (the Journal Clerk] in which 


opinion the Chair concurs, he will find that the 
Chair, in this ruling, is sustained. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I shal! beg 
leave to differ on this occasion from the * best 
parliamentarian in the United States.”’ I believe 
I have the floor. 


The SPEAKER. Not unless the gentleman 


| withdraws the eee question. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I will with. 
draw it, if | have the control of it. 
The SPEAKER. Certainly the gentleman has; 


| but the Chair will state that all motions to bring 


the two Houses together take precedence of mo- 
tions which tend to keep them apart. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I under- 
stand that very well, provided the motion is made 
when the previous question isnotpending. But 
I do not understand that when the previous ques- 
tion has been demanded, another motion can be 
interposed. That is my understanding of the 
parliamentary law, although I may be mistaken, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the 
Manual read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do not 
wish to engage in any controversy with the Chair. 
Iam quite willing that the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio shall come in, so that the House 
may vote understandingly on the whole question, 
and that we may make some disposition of it; 
because I take it that it is for the interest of all 
parties that this question should be settled, and 
settled speedily. [ would ask the gentleman from 
Ohio what would be the condition of the bill ifhis 
motion should prevail? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have not the bill be- 
fore me, but if | had | could soon inform the gen- 
tleman as to what the condition of the bill would 
be. I can only say this: that it will maintain 
the principle upon which this House has acted, 
that no tax shall be placed upon the stock on 
hand. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That is the 

oint. 

Mr. STEVENS. I suppose that if the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, my colleague on the 
Committee of Waysand Means, shall prevail, the 
amendment sent to us by the Senate taxing whisky 
sixty-five and seventy centsa gallon after agiven 
period will then be the law. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The House 
will understand that if the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio prevails there is to be no tax upon 
the stock on hand. 

Mr. PENDLETON. That is it. 

Mr. WASMBURNE, of Iilinois. Ifthe House 
are of opinion that that is right they wil! vote for 
the gentleman’s motion, and there will be an end 
of the whole question, and the speculators aud 
liquor-holders will go unwhipped. ; 

Mr. PENDLETON. That is the gentleman 6 
set speech, and we do not care about that. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do not pro- 
pose to debate the question myself, because, if I 
should do so, it would not become me to demand 
the previous question. Every member of the 
House understands the question: it is whether 
we will permit the immense stock of liquor on 
hand, which would yield a large revenue, to g° 
untaxed. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I rise to a question of 
order. I would inquire of the Speaker if it is in 
order for my colleague to be permitted to discuss 
the merits of the bill to the exclusiomwef every one 
else upon the floor? 
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~ Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I think itis, 


s jong as | have the floor. 





: The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman is in order, under the rules, for one hour. | 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do not 

se to oceupyanhour. IL donot wish to take 
up the timeofthe House. I merely wish to show 


to the House and the country what will be the 
effect of the adoption of the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 


By my motion the whole ques- | 


tion is leftopen with an instruction to your come | 


mittee of conference thatin the adjustment of the 
differences between the two Houses they may 
take into consideration this question of taxing the 
stock on hand from twenty to forty cents a gallon. 
That is the whole matter, and | now demand the 
previous question, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Lhope my colleague will not 
insiston the previous question after discussing 
the matter himself, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have only 
stated the proposition as it stands before the 
House. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question being first upon agreeing to Mr. 
PeNDLETON’s motion that the House do recede 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate, 

Mr. PENDLETON demanded the yeas and 
n ys. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 53, nays 78; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Baily, Bliss, 


Blow, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coffroth, Cole, Dennison, | 


Eldridge, Fentou, Finek, Griswold, Harrington, Holman, 
Hooper, Kelley, King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Long, Love- 
joy, Marey, Marvin, McBride, MeIndoe, Middleton, Wil 


liam H. Miller, Morrill, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Noble, 


Chiaries O'Neill, Jolin O'Neill, Pendleton, Pomeroy, Sam- 
uel J. Randall, Schenck, Seott, Shannon, Smithers, Ste- 
vens, Stiles, Strouse, Thayer, Van Valkenburgh, Voorhees, 
Whaley, Chilton A. White, Wilder, and Winfield—53. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar- 
nold, Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Beaman, 
Jacob B. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, Brandegee, James 5. 
Brown, Williaa G. Brown, Chanler, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Clay, Cox, Creswell, Dawes, Deming, Dixon, Donnelly, 
Dumont, Eekley, Eden, Eliot, Frank, Ganson, Garfield, 
Grider, Grinnell, Warding, Charles M. Harris, Herriek, Hig 
by, Llotehkiss, 
Hutchins, Jenckes, Kalbfleiseh, Kasson, 'rancis W. Kel- 
logg, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, McClurg, Samuel F. Mil- 
ler, 
Norton, Perham, Pike, Price, Radford, Alexander H. Rice, 
Jolin Hl. Riee, Ross, Seofield, Sloan, Spalding, Starr, Steb- 
bins, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Stuart, Sweat, 
Thomas, ‘Tracy, Wadsworth, Elihu) B. Washburne, Wil- 
liam B. Washburn, Joseph W. White, Williams, Wilson, 
and Windom—7s. 


During the roll-eall, 
Mr. ASHLEY stated that on the question of 


this bill he was paired off with Mr. Morris, of | 
he 


Ohio, who would have voted * ay,”’ 


[Mr. Asuiey] would have voted no. 

Mr. BAXTER stated that he was paired off on 
this question with Mr. Buaie. 

Mr. ANDERSON stated that his colleagues 
Messrs. Ranpatt and Smiru were absent in con- 
sequence of sickness, 

Mr. BEAMAN stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Upson, was confined to lis room by sickness, 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


The question recurred on Mr. WasuBurne’s 
resolution, 


Mr. J. C.ALLEN. I understood the Spea 
to decide that the resolution was indivisible, 

The SPEAKER. lLtis indivisible, being a mo- 
lion to refer the bill with instructions. ‘ 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. The question that I de- 
Sire to ask the Chair is this: suppose the House 
vote down the resolution instructing the commit- 
tee, w''l it be then in order to move the appoint- 
ment of another committee without instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It would be if the motion 


while 
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ker 


were made before the House passes to the con- | 


sideration of other business—the bill being still 
before the House. 1 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. 
make that motion. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Has the Speaker decided 
that the resolution cannot be divided, so as to 
have a vote on the appointment of the committee 
aud a vote on the instructions? 

lhe SPEAKER. The rule, to be found on 
page 49 of Barclay’s Digest, is that a motion to 
commit with instructions is indivisible. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have de- 


I give notice that I will 


Moorhead, Daniel Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, | 








manded the previous question, and the House is 
now acting under that demand, so that all this 
debate is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer all 
proper inquiries put to him as to parliamentary 
points which are not in the nature of debate. — 

Mr. LOVEJOY. This isnota motion to com- 
mit with instructions. It is a motion to appoint 
a committee. Now, cannot the House by one 
vote appoint a committee, and then by another 
vote decide whether it will instruct the committee 
ornot? That certainly is divisible. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The rule is on page 49 of 
the Digest: ** A division of the question is notin 
order on a mouon to commit with instructions, 
or on different branches of instructions.’ 


Mr.SCHENCK. lLask the Chair whether this 


| is a Motion to commit at all; whether it is nota 


| motion to create a committee ? 


Asahel W. Hubbard, Jobn H. Hubbard, || opeate a committee? 
ate ac : 





Having created it, 
then a motion to instruct would be an entirely 
gifferent thing. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has already stated 
that the every-day practice of the House is to au- 
thorize special committees to be appointed, with 
instructions to perform certain acts. The present 
resolution is to refer the bill and amendments to 
a conference committee with instructions. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Then I inquire if this can 
be called aconference committee, when we tie the 
hands of our conferees ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in the power of the 
House to tie up the hands of any of its commit- 
tees, otherwise the whole power would be in the 
hands of a Speaker in appointing the committee. 
The Chair would draw the attenuon of the House 
to the fact that the resolution refers the whole 
subject, as the Chair understands its phraseology, 
to the conference committee already appointed, 
The Chair supposes that that might not have been 
the intention of the mover of the resolution. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Does this continue the old 
committee of conference ? 

The SPEAKER. It would seem to the Chair 
to effect that result. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I only ask 
that the last part of the resolution shall be before 
the House. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Is it not a resolution to 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Asthisrefers to the practice 
of the House, | wish to ask the Chair whether any 
such practice has prevailed? 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of lilinois. I object to 


| this constant questioning of the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has answered 
questions put for the purpose of obtaining inform- 
ation, but questions tending to debate, or in the 
nature of debate, the Chair cannot answer under 
the previous question. 


Mr. J.C. ALLEN. 


I rise to a question of 


| order. Under the construction which the Speaker 


has given to this resolution the whole subject is 
referred back again to a committee of conference 
which has already reported,and which is now, to 
allintents and purposes, functus officit. It has dis- 
charged the duty imposed upon it by the House; 
and, therefore, its duty having been discharged, 
this subject cannot be recommitted to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, on the ground that whenever a 
select committee is appointed and has discharged 
its duties, a reference of similar matter to it by 
the House revives the committee. The gentleman 
from Illinois is aware that that is also a nearly 
every-day practice. The adoption of this reso- 
lution 
conference. 

Mr.J.C.ALLEN. Inanswer to that I have to 
say that the conference between the two Houses 
ceased the moment the committee made its report. 
Such has been the practice universally recognized 
in this House, that the functions of a committee 
of conference ceased with their report to the 
House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
colleague to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order that the committee of conference closed 
its labors with the rendition of its report, but the 
House by referring other matter to the committee 
revives it, 

Mr. KING. I rise to a point of order. The 
resolution seems to contemplate referring new 
matter to the committee about which there 1s no 


I call my 


would therefore revive the committee of 
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difference between the two Houses. I understood 


Lie ope aker to decide the other day that no point 
about which there was no difference or contro- 
versy between the two Houses should be consid- 
ered by committee. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 
gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
He is stating his point of order. 

Mr. KING. If this be submitted to the com- 
mittee of conference it will be within the power 
of that committee to add twenty cents to the tax 
upon the stock on hand when there is no point of 
difference between the two Houses on the subject, 

The SPEAKER. The committee can add one 
hundred cents tax if the matter be referred to 
them. It is within the power of the House to 
determine. 

The question recurred on the resolution of Mr. 
W asusurne, of Illinois. 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. COX. I want to ask a question for in- 
formation. What will be the condition 
bill—the tax on the article manufactured 

The SPEAKER. ‘That can only be asked by 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. WASHBURNE 


“9 


the 


I call the 


of the 





of Hlinois. I object. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 76, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar 
nold, Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Beaman, 
Jacob B. Blair, Blow, Boutwell, Boyd, Brandegee, James 
8. Brown, William G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Clay, 
Cole, Creswell, Dawes, Dawson, Deming, Dixon, Don 
nelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Farnsworth, frank, 
Ganson, Garfield, Grinnell, Hale, Higby, Hotehkiss, Asahel 
W. Hubbard, John AH. Hubbard, Hutchins, Jenckes, Kalb 
fleisch, Kasson, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlandg Kellogg, 
Kernon, Longyear, MeAllister, MeClurg, Sam F. Mil 
ler, Moorhead, Daniel Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, 
Norton, Perham, Pike, Price, Radford, Alexander IL. Rice, 
John H. Rice, Ross, Scofield, Sloan, Spalding, Starr, Steb- 
bins, John B. Steele, Sweat, Thomas, Tracy, Elihu B. 
Washburne, William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, 
Williams, Wilson, and Windom—76 7 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Baily, Francis 
P. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Brooks, Chanler, Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Coffroth, Cox, Dennison, Eden, Eldridge, Fenton, 
Finck, Grider, Griswold, Harding, Harrington, Charles M. 
Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hooper, Kelley, King, Kuapp, 
Law, Lazear, Long, Lovejoy, Mallory, Marcy, Marvin, 
McBride, McDowell, MeIndoe, McKinney, Middleton, 
William H. Miller, Morrill, Leonard Myers, Nelson, No 
ble, Charles O'Neill, John O'Neill, Pendleton, Pomeroy, 
Samuel J. Randall, Rogers, Schenck, Scott, Shannon, 
Sinithers, Stevens, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, ‘Thayer, Van 
Valkenburgh, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Chilton A, White, 
Joseph W. White, Wilder, and Winfield—67. 

So the resolution was adopted, 

During the vote, 

Mr. DAWES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Goocu,absenton the business of the House, was 
paired with Mr. Ropinson. 

Mr. STILES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Jonnson, was still confined to his house by sick« 
ness. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
WHEELER, was detained from the House by ill- 
ness, 

The vote was then announced 
corded. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved that he 
be excused from further service on the committee 
of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Spatpine to 


as above re- 


| fill the vacancy. 


FREEDMEN’S AFFAIRS——AGAIN, 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
House bill No. 51, to establish a Bureau of Freed- 
men’s Affairs. 

Mr. ELIOT took the floor. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ILappeal to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts to let me state my ob- 
jections to the bill. 

Mr. ELIOT. I cagnot yield. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The demand for the 
previous question came unexpectedly upon me. 
My State has a deep interest in this matter. 

Mr. KERNAN. We will not let the time oc- 
cupied by the gentleman from Kentucky be taken 
out of the hour of the gentleman from Masga- 
chusetts. 
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Mr. ELIOT. 
men want y 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Only a few moments. 
Mr. ELIOT. 
fer to have voting rather than speaking from 
either side of the House. 
is ready to vote, and | am willing to give up my 
right to close the debate for that purpose. 

Mr..COoxX, 
you the time taken up by the gentleman from 
Ke ntucky. 

Mr ELIOT. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, if he can state what he wants to in ten 
mittites, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I thinkI can. 

Mr. ELIOT. Then 1 yield to the gentleman 
for that leneth of time. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 


How much time does the gentle- 


I want a vote to-day, and I pre- 


Mr. Speaker, I am 


I think that the House | 


This side of the House will give | 


content to leave the discussion of the cleemosy- 


nary features of this bill and its details to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Exror] and oth- 
ers better acquainted with the subject and with 
more time to deve lop it. 


I did not expect the previous question would | 


be so soon moved on a bill so important as this 
is. I desired to be heard upon it at some length 
before the vote was taken. I regard it as one of 
the most radical and important bills introduced 
into this most radical Congress. I must, in view 
of the few moments only accorded me by the gen- 
tleman, [Mr. Exsor,}] confine my attention to 
what I consider the main objections to the bill; 
not to the expense the plan will entail upon the 


Treasury by the subjection of the negro popula- 


tion of the United States to the exclusive control 


and care of the Secretary of War or anything of 


that sort, but to its direct attack upon the rights 
of the Smtes to control and legislate for their own 
people. IL say that this bill directly claims the 


power of exclusive legislative control over the | 
} 


freemen of the States, freemen by the assumption 
of the friends of the bill. It has no relation to 
anybady but free persons. It does not relate to 
slaves, but to free persons, 

‘The bill proposes to confide to a bureau in the 
War Office * all questions’’ ** touching the gen- 


| were slaves still. 


| gress the control of two hundred and twenty-five | 


eral s&perintendence, disposition, and direction | 


of all persons, being freedmen of African descent, 
who are or shall become free by virtue of any 
proclamation, law, or military order issued, en- 
acted, or promulgated during the present rebel- 
lion, orby virtue ofany act of emancipation which 
shall be enacted by any State for the freedom of 
persons held to service or labor within such 
State.’ All ** military and civil officers charged 
with the 
States, or of any military order,’ looking to the 
freedom of negroes, are to report to this bureau 
ee 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of War. The 
bureau is to establish and enforce regulations for 
the **judicious treatment and disposition”? of all 
such free persons, for their protection, and the 


under such regulations and in such form’? as | 


execution of any law of the United | 


| them under the control of a bureau of the War | 


| agents of the Secretary of War? Will the State | 


protection of “the Government of the United || 


States,’’ 
~ights and interests.’? Itassumesto deliver over 
these free persons, inhabitants ofthe several States, 
to this bureau, with its Commissioner, superin- 
tendents, clerks, agents, &c.,in number so many 
asthe Commissioner shalldeem necessary. These 
superintendents are to assign them lands, ** to ad- 
vise and aid them,’’ **to organize and direct 
their labor,’’ fix ** their wages,’ 
count for same ** to the commissioners,’ not to these 

And these assistant commissioners 
and superintendents are to have power to adjudi- 
cate And settle ‘all difficulties arising between 


freedmen, except when resort to a provost judge | 


or other legal tribunal becomes necessary.”’ 

Such and so monstrous are the pretensions of 
this bill. It aims at swallowing up people and 
States. Where does this Federal Legislature get 
the power to take possession body and soul of the 
free people of the States, and put over them over- 
seers, clerks, and a raft of mercenary masters to 
fix their wages, direct their labor, adjudicate their 
rights without judge or jury, and regulate their 
whole social and political Ife by orders from the 
War Office? 1 
If it has this power overone freeman it has it over 
all; if over a free negro then over a free white 
man, ‘The usurpation is flagrant. 

But this bill proposes to tke from Kentucky 
and other States active in support of the Federal 


and for determining * their respective | 


Can Congress thus fetter free men? | 


* collect and ac- 





| sons than freedmen. 
all the difficulties the gentleman has so far stated. 


| interfering with the slaves in Kentucky, Missouri, 
| or Maryland. 


| able to see it in that light. 





Government the control of their own people and 
transfer it to this Federal body. 

By the act of the extra session of the Thirty- 
Seventh Congress, all slaves employed by the 
consent of their masters in aid of the rebellion 
are declared free. 

By the confiscation act of the last Congress, 
which the indefatigable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Exsot] fomented to the extent of 
his ability, all slaves belonging to masters in re- | 


! 

° ” | 

bellion, or who in any manner have given aid and | 
! 
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comfort to the rebellion, are to be proclaimed 1] 


free. Well, sir, that would embrace a pretty | 


_ age of this War Office bureau. 


large class of people in the State of Kentucky—l \| 
do not know how large, but certainly a pretty || 


large number—and a good many in Missouri, | 
Maryland, and West Virginia, and their slaves 
are claimed to be free by the friends of this bill. 
This bill also embraces all who may by any 
State action become free hereafter. They too are 
to be taken into this class of freedmen, and to be 
placed under the control of Congress. They are 
to be put undera bureau which is to be controlled | 
by the War Office, to be kept under the control 
of those who under the action of Congress are to 
have charge of them as completely as if they 
The bill proposes to remove 
from these States all power to control a consid- 
erable portion of theirown citizens, and transfers 
them to this bureau. It is unconstitutional; it 
overthrows our form of government, and must 
let in a flood of mischief. The result will inevi- 
tably be a conflict between the authorities of the 
States affected by this usurped power and the 
Federal authorities. Is it to be supposed that 
the people of Kentucky can surrender to Con- 


thousand of her people? No, sir, they will never 
do itto this or any other Congress so long as they 
are worthy of the people from whom they are de- 
scended. 

Is it to be supposed that the State of Maryland, 
who it is said is about to emancipate her seventy 
or eighty thousand slaves, will consent to put 


Office, to be ** disposed of,’’ to be hired out, to 
have their suits arbitrated upon and all their mo- 
tions regulated, all their rights prescribed, all 
their conduct controlled, by these petty, pelting 


of Maryland consent to have those who are to be | 
freemen within her borders thus controlled? Will 
West Virginia or Delaware submit to it? 

It is said that Missouri has adopted a system 
of prospective emancipation. Willshe allow her 
one hundred thousand slaves when they become 
free to be placed under the control of this Federal 
bureau, to be placed at the disposal of the War 
Department with a bureau to direct their labor, 
to make contracts concerning their wages, to col- 
lect and disburse their earnings, arbitrate their 
difficulties, and take this monstrous control of her 
free citizens? Let no man believe it. 

Mr. ELIOT. With the consent of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky I merely want to call his at- 
tention to the fact that the bill does not contem- 
plate any such effect. It does not contemplate 





Mr. WADSWORTH. I confess that I am not 


Mr. ELIOT. The gentleman may perhaps have 
a draft of a bill which is not the bill under con- 
sideration before the House. The last clause of 
the first section of the bill under consideration pro- 
vides that no rules and regulations shall be made 
concerning persons held to labor or service in any 
State notnow or heretofore in insurrection against | 
the United States, nor concerning any other per- 
That relieves the bill from 


Mr.WADSWORTH. If that were so it would 
work a very radical change in the bill before me, 
Ladmit. ‘The gentleman, however, is mistaken. 
This bill applies to such persons as are made free 
by any act of Congress, by any military order, 
or by any proclamation now or hereafter to be 
issued, or by any future act of Stateemancipation, 
‘*or who shall be otherwise entitled to their free- 
dom.’ All these are to be taken from the control 
of the States in which they may be found and 
placed under this Bureau of Emancipation. Does 
not the act in terms embrace all free negroes in | 
the United States now or hereafter free? | 
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Now, sir, what is the modification to which the 


| gentleman alludes, and the only one? It is this, 


at the close of the first section, namely: 


* But no rules or regulations shall be made concernin 
persons held to service or labor in any State not now of 
heretofore in insurrection against the United States.» 

_This language does not embrace persons eman- 
cipated from ‘* service or labor’? within such 


| States, but oniy such as are held to service; that 


is, slaves. Now, the bill applies to freedmen, alj 
freedmen in each and every State, and as soonag 
the slaves are freed they will pass into the bond- 
The modification 
seems only intended to make it clear that the slaves 
of loyal States, so called, were not to be bureaud, 
that is all. 

But, sir, [should scorn myself if] had no words 
for any but my own State.- This bill attacks 
eleven States, eleven imperishable States in the 
Union, and which shall stay in the Union; eleven 


| States, some of revolutionary renown, with Vir- 


ginia at their head. They are, come weal or woe, 
now and forever in the Rance founded upon the 
rock of the Constitution: if the prayers and arms 
and blood of patriots can avail, the gates of hill 
shall not prevail against them. In every one of 
these States this bill enters to seize and fetter a 
large portion of the population, to subject them to 
the control of the Federal Congress. Itis a usurp- 
ation of the right of the States to control their 
own free inhabitants and their slaves as well. 

There are now elements at work it is said by 
which Arkansas is soon to resume her place asa 
sister in the Union, and yet under this bill she is 
to come back with a large portion of her people 
beyond hercontrol. So with Louisiana and Ten- 
nessee. Three or four million in eleven States of 
the Union are by this bill to be placed in the hands 
of Congress to be managed and controlled in spite 
of the authorities of the States wherein they re- 
side. 

I ask gentlemen to look for a moment at the 
consequences of such a measure if it were possible 
to carry it out; but it will not be possible to carry 
itout. What State willever permit Federal agents 
to manage a large portion of its people, to direct 
their labor, to make contracts for their wages, 
to collect their wages and to arbitrate their suits? 
Freemen as they are claimed to be, what State 
willever permitsuch athing? These bureaucrats, 
these negro-catchers, meddling with the inhabit- 
ants of States, would find their road a hard one 
to travel. 

Itisa dangerous assault upon the independence 
of the States. I have before me the resolutions 
of instruction of the State of Massachusetts to its 
delegation in the Convention that framed the Con- 
stitution. Who believes that State, noble in that 
noble era, would have ever even gone into consult- 
ation with her sister States, if any possibility had 
existed that her own domestic institutions and 
her own people were to be placed under the con- 
trol of Federal power? Listen to the language of 
her bill of rights in 1780: 


‘The people of this Commonwealth have the sole and 
exclusive right of governing themselves as a free, sovereign, 


| and independent State,and do, and forever hereafter shall, 





exercise and enjoy every power, jurisdiction, and right 
which is not, or may not hereafter be, by them expressly del- 
egated to the United States of America in Congress assci- 
bled.” 

Have the people of Massachusetts the sole and 
exclusive right of governing themselves as a free 
people?) When did they renounce it? This bill 
denies, tramples that sacred right under foot; her 
own offspring deny it, and do despite to her 
ancient spirit of freedom, for if they deny the right 
of Kentucky, of Virginia to govern themselves, 
they deny the right of all States wherever through- 
out the Union. It will give a large advantage to 
some sections of the country not embarrassed by 
this population to transfer the control of three or 
four million people from the States to Congress. 
1 see no possible resurrection for the agricultural 
States in the South and West if the control of 
four miffion ignorant people be removed from 
those States to this Hail, to depend upon legis- 
lation which has its origin here for their future 
welfare. To give Massachusetts the control of 
three or four hundred thousand people in South 
Carolina is a new and short way to settle the 
tariff controversy. There are very many people 
in this country who are foolish enough to think 
this bloody quarrel is deeper than the negro ques- 
tion, older, and destined to survive it. Theyt rink 
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it springs from rivalry among free and aspiring 





Commonwealths, from a desire for political pre- | 


eminence and commercial and manufacturing 
wealth. 


They recollect the storm of 1832. Ne- | 


ero was not the cause then, any more than now. || 


‘Ambition, lust of power and wealth stirring the 
corners of the Republic fills the land with blood 
and tears. The policy which puts the control of 
three or four million men seated in southern and 
western States in the hands of the commercial and 
manufacturing parts of the country, thus remov- 
ing them from the control of those among whom 
these dependent people must labor, live, and die, 
is big with the destruction of the agricultural 
States of the South and West. 

(Here the hammer fell, the ten minutes allowed 
the member having expired. ] 

Mr. ELIOT. It was my intention to avail 
myself of the privilege which the rules of the 
House accord me toask the attention of the House, 
in closing the discussion upon this bill, to some 
considerations which seem to have been rendered 
somewhat necessary by the course the debate has 
taken. But there has been no such attack upon 
the provisions of the bill as, in my judgment, 
would justify me in detaining the House to so late 
an hour as they would be kept here were I to go 
on with the remarks | proposed to make. The 
House wants action, and | want action. All the 
objections which have been made to the bill to- 


day have been anticipated before by myself and | 


my colleagues upon the committee, and by the 
gentleman who has spoken to-day. Inasmuch, 
therefore, as the freedmen have had to give way 


so long this morning to whisky, and inasmuch as || 


gentlemen upon the other side of the House can- 
not complain, and will, I hope, in consideration 
of my withholding my speech, help me to a final 


action on the bill, I waive the right I have and | 


ask the House to come to a direct vote now. 

The question recurring on the motion to com- 
mit the billand substitute to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. COX withdrew the motion. 

The question recurred on the motion made by 
Mr. Brooks to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
their Secretary, announced to the House that the 


Senate had agreed toan act (H. R. No. 265) sup- | 


plementary to an act entitled **An act to provide 
ways and means for the support of the Govern- 


ment,’ approved March 3, 1863, with an amend- | 
ment, in which the concurrence of the House | 


was requested. 


The message also announced that the Senate | 


had passed bills of the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 


An act (No. 105) for the relief of E. F. and || 


Samuel A. Wood; 
An act (No. 120) toamend an act entitled **An 


act to regulate trade and intercourse with the In- 


dian tribes, and to preserve peace on the fron- 
tiers,’? approved June 30, 1834; and 
An act (No. 139) for the relief of Margaret M. 


Stafford, widow of Reuben Stafford, of Coshocton | 


county, Ohio. 


Mr. HOOPER. I ask leave to take up the bill 
(H.R. No, 265) just returned from the Senate with 
an amendment, supplemental to an act entitled 
“An act to provide ways and means for the sup- 
port of the Government,” for the purpose of con- 
curring in the amendment. The amendment sup- 
plies merely an accidental omission in the bill. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken up 
and the amendment, which was to insert the words 


“in coin’? at the end of line twelve, page 1, was 
agreed to. 


FREEDMEN’S AFFAIRS—AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon | 


the adoption of the substitute for the original bill 
reported by the committee. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY moved to lay the bill on the 
table, and upon that demanded the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


th he question was put; and it was decided in | 
e 


negative—yeas 62, nays 68; as follows: 
YRA®—Messrs. Ancona, Baily, Augustus C, Baldwin, 
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Francis P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Brooks, James S. Brown, 
William G. Brown, Chanler, Clay, Coffroth, Cox, Denni 
son, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Ganson, Grider, Griswold, 
Hale, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Charies M. Harris. Het 
rick, Holman, Hutchins, Kalbfleisch, Kernan, King, Knapp, 
Law, Lazear, Mallory, McAllister, McDowell, McKinney, 
Middleton, Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Pendleton, Radford, 
Samuel J. Randall, Rogers, Ross, Scott, Stebbins, John RB. 
Steele, William G. Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Thomas, 
Tracy, Wadsworth, Webster, Whaley, Chilton A. White, 
Joseph WV. White, Williams, and Winfield—é@2, 
NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, John 
D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blow, Boutwell, Boyd, 
Brandegee, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Cole, Dawes, Deming, Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, 
Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Grinnell, Hig- 
by, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. Hub 
bard, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando 
Kellogg, Longyear, Lovejoy, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, 
MelIndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos 


Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, Charleg O'Neill, Perham, | 


Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, 
Schenck, Shannon, Sloan, Smithers, Stevens, Thayer, 
Van Valkenburgh, William B. Washburn, Wilder, Wilson, 
Windom, and Woodbridge—68. 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the table. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. BLISS stated that upon all questions on 
this bill he had paired off with Mr. Sparpine, 
who would have voted for the bill and he against it. 

Mr. LAW stated that Mr. Cravens had been 
called home. 

Mr. EDEN stated that Mr. Ropinson had 
paired off with Mr. Wasusurye, of Illinois. 

Mr. PENDLETON stated that Mr. Morris, 


of Ohio, had been called home by sickness in his 


| family, and had paired off with Mr. Asuey. 


Mr. HOLMAN stated that Mr. Ortn wasstill 
at home, and upon all political questions had 
paired off with Mr. Cravens. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ELIOT called for the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 


Mr. MALLORY demanded the yeas and nays 


on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blow, Boutweill, Boyd, 
Brandegee, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, 
Dawes, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Grinnell, Higby, 
Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asabel W. Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Orlando Kellogg, Longyear, Lovejoy, Marvin, McClurg, 
MeclIndoe, Samuel I’. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel 
Morris, Amos Myers, Norton, Charles O’Neill, Perham, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, 
Schenck, Shannon, Sloan, Smithers, Stevens, Thayer, 
Van Valkenburgh, William B. Washburn, Wiider, Wilson, 
Windom, and Woodbridge—€9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ancona, Baily, Augustus C. Baldwin, 
Francis P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Brooks, James 8. Brown, 
William G. Brown, Chanler, Clay, Coffroth, Cox, Dawson, 
Dennison, Eden, Eldridge, Finck,Ganson.Grider,Griswold, 
Hale, Hall, Harding, Harrington,Charles M, Harris. Herrick, 
Hiolman, Hutchins, Kalbfleisch, Kernan, King, Knapp, 
Law, Long, Mallory, McAllister. McBride, McDowell, 
McKinney, Middleton, William H. Miller, Morrison, Nel 
£0n, Noble, Pendleton, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, 
Rogers, Ross, Scott, Stebbins, Jolin B. Steele, William G. 
Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Thomas, Tracy, 
Voorhees, Wadsworth, Webster, Whaley, Chilton A. 
White, Joseph W. White, Williams, and Winfield—67. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. ELIOT moved to amend the title of the 


| bill by striking out the word * emancipation” and 
| inserting ** freedmen’s affairs”’ in lieu thereof, and 
| upon that motion demanded the previous ques- 
| tion. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. My object is that we may have a full 
vote upon this question. We cannot have it to- 
day. 


The SPEAKER. 
ment to the title. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
motion. 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. STEVENS, (at 


This is merely an amend- 


Then I do not insist on my 


|| twenty-five minutes after four o’clock, p. m.,) the 


House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, March 2, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SonpeRuanp. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the Secretary of the Navy, communi- 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 18th of January, a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the advisory board appointed under 
the act of July 16, 1862, entitled “An act to es- 
tablish and equalize the grade of line officers of 
the United States Navy.’’ 

Mr. RAMSEY. Il understand that is a commu- 
nication in answer to a resolution | offered some 
time since. I move that it be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. WADE presented the memorial of Wil- 


liam Trevitt, praying for compensation for his 
services as consul of the United States for the port 
of Valparaiso, from September 30, 1859, to March 
3, 1860, and to be refunded the amount paid by 
him for clerk hire and extra office rent; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. COWAN presented a memorial of the 
board of trade of Philadelphia, praying that the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1863, entitled 
**An act to protect liens upon vessels in certain 
cases, and for other purposes,’’ may be extended 
so as to preserve and continue the lien of any 
judgment of loyal citizens of the United States 
upon any real estate which shall be condemned 
or confiscated by virtue of any act of Congress; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr: SHERMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the construc- 
tion of a ship canal around the Falls of Niagara; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. GRIMES presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Harding, eighty-seven years of age, blind 
and poor, praying for compensation for services 
asa soldier in the war of 1812; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SUMNER presented. a petition of citizens 
of Taunton, Massachusetts, and a petition of cit- 
izens of Concord, New Hampshire, praying for 
the abolition of slavery, and an amendment of the 
Constitution forever prohibiting its existence; 
which were referred to the select committee on 
slavery and freedmen. 

Mr. CONNESS presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of California, in favor of a modifica- 
tion of the order of the President of the United 
States of November 18, 1862, which prohibits the 
exportation of ammunition and munitions of war, 
so that it shall not apply to the article of * Llasting 
powder” from the port of San Francisco for min- 
ing purposes; which were ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Kansas, in favor of agrantof lands 
to that State for the benefit of schools, in compli- 
ance with the terms of the act of September 4, 
1841, distributing the proceeds of the public lands 
among the several States; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of Kansas, in favor of a grant of-land to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from Fort Leaven- 
worth to Fort Scott, in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWE presented a petition of citizens of 
Manitowoe county, Wisconsin, praying for the 
construction of a canal around the Falls of Ni- 
AGATA; which was re ferred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and other papers in the case 
of James Pool, praying for the reimbursement of money 
paid by him for sapplies for the Shawnee tribe of Indians, 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on FOr- 





eign Relations, to whom was referred a message 
of the President of the United States, communi- 
cating a report from the Secretary of State and 
accompanying papers relative to the claim on this 
Government of the owners of the French ship La 
Ma ,and recommending an appropriation for 
the satisfaction of the claim, reported a bill (S. 
No. 142) for the relief of the owners of the French 
ship La Manche; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- 
ferred a bill (S. No. 133) in relation to the pay 
of cadets atthe Military Academy at West Point, 
and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. NESMITH, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- 
ferred a bill (HL. R. No. 163) for the reliefof Charles 
Anderson, assignee of John James, of Texas, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred a memorial of the 
National Land-Transfer Association for the State 
of Missouri, praying for aid to promote the emi- 
gration of skill d laborers to that State, asked to 
be discharged from its furtherconsideration; which 
was agreed to, 

PAY OF COLORED TROOPS. 
Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was recom- 
mitted the joint resolution (S. No. 23) to equalize 
the pay of soldiers of the United States A rmy, to 
report back a new bill in lieu of the original joint 
resolution. 

The bill (S. No. 145) to equalize the pay of 
soldiers inthe United States Army was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 


CHARLES A. PITCHER. 


Mr.HENDRICKS. The Committee onClaims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Charles A. 
Pitcher, have directed me to report a joint resolu- 
tion for his relief. The committee had no doubt 
about the right of this party to compensation; but 
they did not feel that Congress was competent to 
assess the damages, and therefore they thought 
the case ought to be sent to the Court of Claims. 
‘This joint resolution proposes to send the case to 
the Court of Claims and to give that court juris- 
diction of the claim. As there can be no objec- 
tion to it, | ask that the joint resolution may be 
pul upon its passage at once, 
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sentobtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 144) 
to amend an act entitled ** An act to establish and 
equalize the grade of line officers of the United 
States Navy,” approved July 16, 1862; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 


| tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave tointroduce a bill (S. No. 
146) to enlarge the canals and improve the navi- 
gation of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, from the 
Mississippi river to Lake Michigan, for military, 
naval, and commercial purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message fypm the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Luioyp, its Chief Clerk, announced that 
the House had atreed to the amendment of the 


| Senate to the bill of the House (No. 265) supple- 


mentary to an act entitled ‘* An act to provide 
ways and means for the support of the Govern- 
ment,’’ approved March 3, 1863. 

The message also announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed a bill (No. 51) to 
establish a Bureau of Freedmen’s Affairs, in which 


| it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


B. C. BAILEY. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to postpone all 
prior orders for the purpose of taking up Senate 
bill No. 48, for the relief of B. C. Bailey. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee ofthe Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to B. C. Bailey $4,496 98, being 
for damages for detention and expenses incurred 
in the seizure of the ship Argo by the flag-officer 
of the blockading fleet, in the month of May, 1861. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is there a report accom- 
panying the bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There isa report. 
It will be read. 

The Secretary reed the report of the Committee 
on Commerce, from which it appears that the ship 


| Argo was under a charter in 1861 to proceed to 


City Point, Virginia; thence to Bremen, with a 
cargo of tobacco on foreign account; and thence 
to Quebec. While loading at City Point the ports 
of Virginia were blockaded, allowing to owners 
until the 15h of May, 1861, to load and clear their 
vessels. 

The Argo left City Point on the 12th of May, 


and was proceeding on her voyage to Bremen, and 


| sachusetts regiment. 








The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ENCOURAGEMENT OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr.SHERMAN. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, with a view to take up Senate bill No. 125 
which was before the Senate the other day. ; 

Mr. SUMNER. May | ask what it is? 

Mr.SHERMAN. The foreign immigration 
bill. I think it will take buta little while to pass it, 

The motion was agreed to; and the considera. 
tion of the bill (S. No. 125) to encourage immi- 

ration was resumed as in Committee of the 
hole. 

Mr.SHERMAN. There are one or two verba| 
amendments that I desire to make. In line two 
of the second section | wish to strike out the word 
‘*foreiyn’’ before ‘‘immigration.’’ It does not 
change the meaning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment 
will be made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In line seventeen of the 
same section I move to strike out the word * one” 
and insert ‘* the next,”’ so as to read, *‘ during the 
next fiscal year.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This amendment 
will be made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inline twenty-nine of the 
same section I move to strike out the word *an- 
nual”’ and insert ‘* during the next fiscal year,” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This amendment 
will be made, if there be no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. The bil| 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and it was read the third time, and passed. 


ARMY OF THE POTOMAC. 


Mr. WILKINSON. Iask the unanimous cop- 
sent of the Senate to make a personal explana- 


| tion. 


The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Minnesota asks the consent of the Senate to sub- 
mit a personal explanation. The Chair hears no 
objection. The Senator will proceed. 

ir. WILKINSON. I hold in my hand, Mr. 
President, the Boston Post of February 24, con- 
taining a speech of Governor Andrew in Faneuil 
Hall at the reception of the twenty-fourth Mas- 
In that speech Governor 
Andrew said: 


“*T observed with kéen regret, in a congressional debate 
sketched in this morning’s newspaper, some remarks whicii 


I might have called unpatriotic did [ not believe them 
thoughtless, quoted from the lips of a gentleman occupying 
the position and who ought to say nothing unbecoming a 


on the 14th of May, at Hampton Roads,was seized 


: By unanimous consent, the joint resolution (S. : : : 
and taken possession of by the United States flag- 


No. 30) for the relief of Charles A. Pitcher was 


vanes 


read three times, and passed. It recites that oi. 
the Istday of September, 1857, letters patent were 
granted to Spencer Rowe for an improvement in 
machines for making brooms for the term of four- 
teen years; that the patent was by Rowe,on the 
Ath ot December, 1857, sold, transferred, and as- 





officer of the blockading fleet, and sent to New 
York as prize of war. 

The ship was held in custody of officers of the 
United States at the latter place until the 24th 
of May, when she was released, and afterwards 
returned to the custody of the captain, by order 





statesman. He attempted a contrast of the soldiers ot the 
East with the soldiers of the West. He affirmed that the 
eastern troops had as yet done nothing but to carry on 
pendulum dance between the Potomac and the Rapidan, 
while they of the West had beaten rebel armies and had 
opened the Mississippi. I need not pause to repel the taunt 
against the army gf the Potumac.”’ 
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signed in proper form to John Fox, and on the || Of the Secretary of the Navy, no legal proceed- And in a brief editorial on the first page of that 
2d day of April, 1861, by Fox to Charles A, || "gs having been instituted. paper the following language occurs: 
Pitcher, together with all the right and claim || Phe owner of the ship Argo presents a claim “ EasTeRN TRoops.—We have already printed a pretty 
which Fox had to any damages for any infringe- || 48@!st the Government for money paid in New || fui abstract of the Governor’s speech at the reception of 
ment of the patent before then suffered, and au- York, the port to which she was taken, being her || the twenty-fourth regiment on Saturday ; but in justice 
thor izing Pitcher to prosecute and recover for his | expenses, &e., $2,05] 60. For damages of deten- eee eile Mcasen: seas tiaaben tc soheomme i 
: own benefitdamages for such infringement, Af- || UO" eighteen days from her seizure at Hampton ae and conclusive answer to the slur cast upon them = 
4 ter the assignment by Rowe to Fox had been || Roads on the 14th of May, and her discharge || by Senator Witkinson of Minnesota, on the floor of the h 
i; made and recorded, and during the period of the || and departure on her voyage from New York on sinned came ae on Rennncs wesabereiy replied that 
c possession of the patent-right by Fox and by the Sist of that month, esumated at $5 50 per of fact ciiunenediotanes adveeropenente so tri- whe 
‘ Pitcher, the improvement and the machine for its || ©" Per month, $3,957. 34. For damages con- |! umphanta refutation of the calumny uttered upon brave and }| 
i use have been used in the penitentiary of the Uni- || 8equent on the deiay of the ship at New York, faithful men honorably serving their country. See the Nei 
: ted States far the District of Columbia, whereby || Whereby she lost her return cargo at Bremen, || fourth page.” ¢ peo 
j the United States has enjoyed large gains and || which was to be taken on a given day, $3,000. So, Mr. President, I have prett good reason my 
F profits in the employment of convict labor, The | For extra insurance, by reason of being late at the to believe that I am the Senator al uded to by the rive 
a resolution therefore proposes to confer upon the || river St. Lawrence, on her return voyage, $800; distinguished Governor of Massachusetts. His Ne 
EY Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear the claim, || and for loss of two anchors and one cable, $490. |) excellency, itseems, based his remarks upon what thei 
% and to allow and adjudge, as in other cases, to || The committee deem a claim for disbursements he says he observed sketched in a morning news- E 
iH Pitcher what he ought to have for the use of this || and expenses in the port of NewYork, the direct || paper; and taking for granted that what he saw the 
; improvement and machine, upon the principle, || result of her detention by the Government, and || * sketched” as the report of a congressional de- Wi 
} however, that punitive damages shall not be al- || also the damage for detention, should be paid by bate, contained a full and fair statement of the de- ern 
ae lowed against the United States. the Government; but claims for supposed loss of || bate as it took place in the Senate, he proceeded jus! 
asd | mente: teaetiaiiiie | return cargo at Bremen, money paid for insurance, || in the most formal manner, in old Faneuil Hall, Bal 
eee ts ae 5 | loss of anchors and cable, do not fall within the || the cradle of American liberty, in the presence of sole 
ror =f Mr. WADE asked, and by unanimous consent || same principle; the contingency upon which they || the brave, pawiotic, war-worn veterans of Mas- the 
fs obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 143) || are based remote and uncertain, and are not such || sachusetts, to arraign me for making an unpatri- mil 
ce | making appropriations for the repair, preserva- || as the Government can recognize as just. The | otic attack upon the noble citizen soldiers whom Col 
tion, and completion of certain public works here- |! committee estimate the expenses and disburse- || he was addressing. me. 
tofore commenced under the authority of law; | mente at New York at $1,916 98, and damages Mr. President, | do not think that as a general aga 
which was read twice by its tide, and referred to || for detention eighteen days, at four dollars per || rule it is profitable to notice here in the Senate the 
the Commitice on Commerce, |, ton per month, one thousand and seventy-five || what may be said or written of its members out- tha 
Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- || tons, $2,580. | side of this body; but, sir, I also think that there Mc 
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ove occasions when such notice may not only be 
wroner but necessary. The speech from which 
| have quoted was made upon an occasion of pe- 

culiar interest, In the presence of the authorities 
f the city of Boston and of the Commonwealth 
¢ Massachusetts. It was made by the Governor 
fthat old and honored State. He was address- 
‘oe war-worn veterans, whom he had two years 
iefore sent forth to the field of danger and of 
death, to struggle, to suffer, and to die, if need be, 
that their country and freedom might live. They 
had returned covered with glory and with honor, 
' | the doors of old Faneuil Hall were thrown 
open wide to receive them. ‘The Governor as- 
said, to salute them in 


led the rostrum, as he 
half of Massachusetts with all the honors due 








from the Old Bay State to those of her bravest 
nd her best. 
Before, however, his excellency had fully de- 
etermined o his own mind what fitting words to 
employ, what - of thought to pursug, in his 


ddress to the brave sons of Massachus@tts, his 
eyes accidentally fell upon a sketch of a debate 
as reported in one of the morning papers of Bos- 
ton. It was a garbled report, as most of the 
lewspaper re ports of the procee dings of Congress 
are. I should have supposed that the honored 
Governor of Massachusetts was perfectly aware 
that very little reliance can be placed upon the 
correctness of the meager telegraphic reports of 
the proceedings of the Senate. And, sir, would 
jtnot have comported more with the dignity of 
the high office which he so ably fills if his excel- 
had withheld his criticisms and his rebuke 
intil he could have seen and read the official re- 
port of the debate to which he seemed so eager 
to except ? 

Ir. President, to show how imperfect was the 
understanding of Governor Andrew in regard to 
the debate which he was so ready to assail, I will 
read from the Globe report what [ said on the 

asion alluded to b 'y him, which was in answer 
remarks of the honorable Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Fessenpen:] 

‘IT spoke of the 


1 ew 


i 


to some 


Army in the aggregate. Idonot believe 
is a braver class of men ever assembled together in 
irmy than the private soldiers who constitute the grand 
army of the Potomac. It is my humble judgmeut that the 
battle of Gettysburg was the greatest and most heroic vic- 
tory that ever was won on any battle-field, and it wasdone 
by the stubbornness and by the bravery of the soldiers.” 


Again, on the 24th of February last in another 
debate on this floor, I said: 

‘I believe that this army of the Potomac is just as good 

irmy as the army of the West. In some particulars, I 

1 lined to think itis a better army than the army of 

tlie West; but there is one particular in which it falls far 

rLofthe army of the West. ‘The western army has had 

tman atits head who has made that army a unit. There 

Is nota traitor nora disloyal man init. ‘Thereis nota per 

1 connected with that army, 


who drives a wagon, that is not devotedly attached 
{ is Union and in favor of striking the rebellion the hard- 
est and heaviest blows they can hit it.” 

Mr. President, I think this is enough to show 
that Governor Andre ‘w was mistaken respecting 
what I said of the brave soldiers of New England. 
Jhave never entertained any prejudice against 
New England either as regards her soldiers or her 
people. I was not born in New England, but 
my father and mother were; and from them | de- 
rived such early impressions as true and faithful 
New England parents were ibely to impart to 
their children. 

But, cir, 1 did say that I thought the army of 
the Potomac as an ar my had not been successful. 
Will Governor Andrew de ny that?) Will Gov- 
ernor Andrew stand up in olk 1 Faneuil Hall and 
] at the slaughter of Massachusetts men at 

UUs Bluff? Will he stand up before the veteran 
oldiers whose comrades fell at Bali’s Bluff when 
there were twenty-five thousand men within seven 
mil s of them, and when after Colonel Diven and 
Colonel Baker had been ordered over the river the 


men under McCall and Smith were ordered back 
ae 





the 


men who had been ordered over, and justify 
transaction ? 


McClellan, who, landing on the Peninsula with 
A 


57 


t} 


from General Grantdown to | 


In though they stood in supporting distance of 


Will he justify the course of | 


| to win? 


| tacked by General Hooker, his cory 


| with thirty-five 


| rain swelled that ri 


| to cross to his relief. 


and being over 


I 


one hundred and twenty-six thousand men, sat 
down before the city of Yorktown and there be- 
sieged the works occupied by only eight or ten 
thousand men, leaving Massachusetts soldiers to 
dig and to die without winning for the country 
or themselves that glory which jheir patriotism 
demanded, and which their courage upon every 
battle-field has shown they were willing and able 
To show that this statement which l 
make is not overdrawn | will read from the testi- 
mony of a late Senator on this foer, Hon. Lemuel 
J. Bowden, a gentleman whom all here re pect 
and of whom all 
ing and honorable eulogy which was pronounced 
upon him by the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Wittey.} Mr. Bowden, 
question, ** How many troor did they hav at 
Yorktown when 


were pieased to hear the glow 
I 


MeCiellan Janded on the 


sula?’?? answered: 

* Personally [do not! w; but Phad frequent conv \ 
tions with the officers and men of t rT iriny 
and I think the in m it y gave me Was corr 
My impression decidedly is u he f inder Ma I 
at the time McCtk un vanes upon Yorktown wa u 


ight to ten thousand men.”’ 
The Richmond Sentinel published a 
ago, in speaking of the advance of General S 
man, says: 
‘© He aims to march with cel 


erity upon Mobile, trusting 


that luck will crown his blundering audacity as itdid Grant’s 
at Vicksburg.” 
Sir, what would not this country have gained 


} 

i 
if McCk llan had or ly he id one tithe of 

**blundering audacity’’ at Yorktown! 

But again, the vanguard of that army marched 
up to Williamsburg after the enemy had kept the 
grand army of the Potomac for a month or more 
at Yorktown and then ab they 
had been followed up illiamsbure, and at- 


Grant’s 


andoned 


o W 


it Aiter 


foughtthere 
fl day from early dawn until five o’clocl 
thousand men lying idle under the 
direct command of the commander of the army 
of the Potomac, and within five miles of General 
Hooker. ‘Thus that hard-fought battle resulted 
in nothing, although there was a force un 
command of General McClellan eager for the 
and sufficient to capture and destroy the 
army of the enemy at Williamsburg. 

So, again, it went along until the battle of Fair 
Oaks came on. General McClellen had placed 
General Casey with forty-five hundred men aer 
the Chickahomi: ly, an id had all the residue 
army on 


der the 
fray, 
entire 


of his 
iver. A he ivy 
ver, and the enemy with all 
their force attacked the little division of General 
Casey. He held his ground stubbornly 
long, and at General 


the Oo ither side »of the r 


all day 
enabled 
icked, repulsed, 
Hooker 
swears before the com- 
mittee, within three miles anda halfof Riclimond. 
He was then ordered back again to take a posi- 
tion far to the rear of where he 
for one hour then of Grant’s **| 
city !”’ 

Again, at Malvern Hill, after our 

the reports say, had fighting battles and 
winning victories every day and reating every 
night, while General McClellan, the commander 
of this grand army of the Potomac, was |} 
a gunboat in the James river, the brave 
and soldiers of that army fought 
tle, and the enemy were driven in consternation 
toward Richmond. Oh, for one hour of Grant’s 
**blundering audacity”’ at that time and at that 
place ! 

Again, the army of the Potomac « 
Washington. General Pop was di 
small force to Bull Run. * He had ad 
forty thousand ms et the 
; powers lh foughtevery day u ! 
his retreat, until he arrived at Bull Ru He had 
then come within su; rting distance of the grand 
army of the Potomac, and I think General Hooker 
and some others of the army of the Potomas 
were sent forward. General Sumnerand G 
Franklin, with I forty thousand 


Sumner w 
They att 
and drove back the enemy, and General 
marched his corps, as he 


last 


advanced, Oh, 
lundering auda- 
forces, as all 
been 


; lying on 
officers 
bat- 


ind wona 


ime - k to 
iven wi his 
val te with 


} to me whole rebel force 


suppose about 


| 


uned at Alexandria 
again our 


men, were ret and at Chain 
bridge. ‘There men were fighting the 
whole rel a with about one half of th isarmy 
of the Potomac. When General P ope sent in for 
supplies, the answer from the commander of this 
grand army of the Potomac was substantially this 
—this bs the re - of it—** If you will draw your 
men out of the fight, and send them on to guard 


th Will Gov 


the trains you can have provisions 
ernor Andrew stand up in old Faneuil Hall and 
that? 


justify 

B it, Sir, none of these owing toa 
vant of patriotism ora want of bravery in tl 
men. Notwithstanding all these dis 
het itience has been e1 
fouzht and won, while 
warred against by 

But, 


eupy il 


things are 


“Ourage ments 
during. They h 
they have been cor tantly 
thos nd of t 
hout wearying the Senate 


rtoo much tin 


In comm em. 


avain, wit 


or oc- 
lowed 
lieve it 


army at last fo 
ft, and I be 


, this 


can be ven, that before the fight commenced 
it Ge ire, Wherein the men of New England 
and of all the country covered themselves with 
glory and with honor everlasting, the order went 


forth from the commander of thatarmy to retreat: 


’ 


and but for the single fact that one of the corps 
commanders had got into a firht before the dts- 


patch reached him, the whole 
doubte dly have been retreating, broken, and in 
effectual before the pow: rful forces of General 
Lee. 

But, sir, the battle was foucht and won—fougcht 
as a battle was never fought, in my jud: 
the world before. Our men fought as 
never fought before, and wonavi 


army would un 


rment, in 
soldiers 


tory more hon- 


orable and glorious than any victory that Napo- 
leon ever won. What then occurred? After the 
battle of Gettysburg that army marched down, 
knee-de ep in mu !, eager to attack Lee on the 


banks of the Potomac, and to annihilate him. 


They could havedone it. They wanted 
They were thirstin r for such a conflict, because 
they trusted and hoped that it 

bellion. 


0 d » it. 


would end this re- 
They reached the banks of the P 
and, snare to General Lee’s own dispatehe 
he had but eight rounds of 
suns. E ne rounds of 
four 


rome 


his 
tenough 

four minate : of 
= W ho believe ; 
would have ever crossed the Po 
army of the Potomac had had such 
at its head? And then the re- 
ellion would have ended, and the brave sons of 
Massachusetts would have permitted to re- 
turn to their homes and pursue the pe 


ammunition tor 
ammunition—yus 
On, tor 
Grant’s * blundering nada ity 
that Lee’s army 
tomac if the 


a general ¢ 
\ 
| 


minutes! 


to iast 


as Grant 


been 


¢ 
icetul 


ivVoO- 

cations of life. r it, sir, it Was not so. 
Again last fall, t befare our « lections, Gen- 
eral Meade ord: ai his whole forces to the R ip 


ed it. He 


idan and cros: met Gi neral Lee in force, 


probably 


strongly intrenched; probably he met 
him ina position where an attack upon him might 
have been considered rash, and therefore he con- 


} } . | 1 
cluded to withdraw 


his troops, which [think prob- 
ably wasricht; 


but tbe disgrace did notend there. 
He ordered his whole army of seventy 
eighty thousand men to retreat; Lee fol! 


-fi ve or 


owed him 


over the Rapidan, and with thirty thousand men 
drove him without firing a gun clear up to the old 
battle-zground of Bull Run. Comment is unne- 


cessary. 
] rep at 
should have 
ishing thing 
retained their 


that this army has not been treated as 
heen treaged. Itty the most aston- 


in the world that they should 


have 


courage and discipline under all 
these reverses, under the humiliation and disgrace 
of being ordered to retreat fifty mil 8s when every 


to fall 
army of the 
himself knew it. 
1 revare dt to Gen r il Me ade, 

I believe he 
here 1s in the country. 
I believe he honor of his country at heart. 
I believe that he means and wishe stodoh sduty; 
but he has none of that ** bl lacity’ 
ittles and 


soldier knew that that army had the power 
ush and annihilate the 
hink General Me 


r, wit 


upon and et 


enemy. Jt 


is a patriotic man, 


is as pure a genticman a 
} 


has the 


undering 
»himto win! 


glory 


of Grant, which will enabl 


to crown his army with 
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Thea: my « f the Potomac is not exclusive ly an 


eastern army. A Minnesota regiment fought side 
by side all through the campaigns of that urmy 
with the fifteenth (1 think) Massachusetts regi- 
ment. ] went over the battle eround of Gettys- 


bure with the honorable Senator from Mas: achu- 
setts, the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affuirs, a few days after the battle, and there we 
saw Minnesota graves and Massachusetts graves 
side by side upon the line of battle. As we 
marched toward the intrenchments of theenemy, 
near to the very foot of the intrenchments, we 
picked up knapsacks with ** fifteenth Massachu- 
’ written upon them. L remember well that | 
called the attention of the honorable Senator to it 
at the time, and how | thought that men who 
could fight as those men fought were entitled to 
win more glory and more 


renown for themselves 
and their country than they had been permitted 
to do. 

Mr. President, this grand army stands to-day 
nearly where it stood two years ago. Did I not 
believe that it might have done vastly more than 
it has done if it had been properly directed, I 
would not say one word; but for the honor of 


those troops, for the honor of our country, for 


the honor of the brave men who have already 


fallen to enrich Virginia soil and wonose blood has | 


crimsoned almost every rivulet in that State, it is 
right that the blame of their not having advanced 
further should fall on the men on whom it should 
rightfully fall, and the country should know that 
while this army has not been as successful as the 
western army, it isnotthe sons of Massachusetts 
or of Ohio, or Indiana, or Michigan, or Maine 
who are to blame, but it is because the army has 
not been managed as the grand, conquering, victo- 
rious army of the West has been managed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ifthe honorable member had 
confined himself—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The Senator will 


allow the Chair to suggest that there is no ques- | 


tion before the Senate, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to say a word or two, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
proceed if there be no objection. The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr.e- JOHNSON. Ifthe honorable member had 
contented himself with defending himself against 
the imputation which he understands has been 
made upon him by the Governor of Massachu- 
setts, no Senator would have thought it his duty 
to say a word in reply. 


Having heard the hon- || 


orable Senator on the occasion which gave rise to | 


the remarks of the Governor of Massachusetts, I 
am satisfied that the Governor has misunderstood 
the course adopted by the member. 

But while he deemed it necessary to protect 
himself against unjust imputations, | wonder it 
had not occurred to him that perhaps he was of- 


fending in the lke way by casting imputations | 


upon others. He has stated twothings in which 
the country has an interest, and in regard to which 
we should all be advised. He has assailed two 
officers in whom the country heretofore have had 
confidence, in whom the Executive of the United 
States has had confidence, in one of whom the 
Executive sull has confidence, we must suppose, 
for he leaves him in command. 

‘The honorable member has told us—upon what 
authority I am yet to learn—that when the battle 











been communicated from that Department or by 


the President of the United States, or by any | 


corps commander as far as we know, that any 
such order was given; and, independent of any 
express authority to show that any such order 
was issued, all the circumstances prove almost 
the impossibility of the assertion. When Gen- 
eral Hooker was removed from the command of 
the army only*a few days before the battle of 
Gettysburg, and General Meade by the President 
of the United States put at its head, he marched 
with a celerity unexampled, and fought the battle 
even sooner than the public had reason to believe 
it could be fought with anything like safety, and 
every military man who has spoken on the sub- 
ject, as far as | am advised, from that day to this, 
(unless the honorable member be an exception 
and he be a military man, of which L have no par- 


ticular knowledge,) has spoken of that battle as || 


one of the best that ever has been fought, both 
as regards the bravery of the men engaged and 
the skill of the leader. 

Mr. President, at this period itis, and ] submit 


. . Bi 
it to the honorable member, exceedingly inappro- || 


priate and impolitic to be assailing the leaders of 
ourarmies, They peril life; they peril reputa- 
tion. ‘The honorable member from time to time 
has told us that the black soldiers who have been 
enlisted in the service of the United States are to 
be paid not only by agiftof freedom to them, but 


j 


| 


| 


by the same pay that we give to the white sol- | 


diers, because they are periling life in defense of 
the country. The men who lead our armies, de- 
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the United States under the command of Genera] 
McClellan, and the result was instantaneous; de. 
moralization ceased, order commenced, confidence 
in the chief began, and the confidence continued 
until the battles of South Mountain and Anti: tam 
and the result of those battles was that Lee : 
driven across the Potomac bootless to his | 





was 
iome 


' and we were again saved—if not Philadelphia, 


Maryland was saved, Baltimore was saved. And 
what would have been the condition of the coun- 
try if the enemy had got possession of Baltimore? 
W hat would have been the condition of this capi. 
tal? What would have been the plight in which 
the honorable member himself, in common with 
his associates in this Chamber, would have found 
himself? Obliged to fly, fly for safety, abandon 
the seatof Government; and that done, it requires 
no prophet to say that the confederacy would haye 
been recognized by both England and France; and 
that done,although I haveas much confidence jn 
the ability and power of the United States as any 
man living, | should almost have despaired of the 
fate of the nation. 

When, therefore, gentlemen tell us—and the 
honorable member has told it more than once — 
that the army of the Potomac has failed, they go 
in Opposition to the history of the day. 
not dong all that was expected, but it has saved 
the cit f Washington, it has saved the credit 


| and honor of the Government, it has saved the 


voting themselves day and night to the service of | 


their country, anxious to carry its flag wherever 
it can be carried successfully and to putdown this 
rebellion, are on the floor of the Senate charged 
either with gross ignorance or with some crime, 
if ignorance be a crime, worse than ignorance. 
And the honorable member tells us that this 
might have been done and that might have been 
done, and he places himself, in relation to some 
of the matters which he thinks could have been 
accomplished, upon the authority of General 
Hooker. 1 am the last man to cull in question 
the gallantry of General Hooker and his abilit 
to lead a corps or to lead a division, but lam ym 
to be advised by anything that has happened in 
the course of this war that he is capable of com- 
manding the army with more skill and success 
than either McClellan or Meade. He was placed 
in the command of the army, the unrestricted com- 
mand of the army, an army not In the condition 


in which McClellan was obliged to lead his, but || 
| an army in as fine condition as ever were placed 


under the command of any chief, and what was 
the result? 


| ducted in the beginning, resulting in a lamentable 


of Malvern Hill was decided upon and fought, |) 


the commander of the army was safely on board 
a gunboatin the river. 
ber for the authority upon which he speaks. 
matter what it is, no matter what may be the 
quarter from which the information is derived, the 
fact is unquestionably atherwise. General Mc- 
Clellan was at Malvern Hill, assisted in selecting 
he site, Was present when the battle was fought, 
notin the advance, for a general never is, buta 
spectator of the whole scene, and directing as far as 
it was proper to direct the movements of the corps 


engaged in that battlh—a battle, too, that covered | 


not only the army of the Potomac with glory, but 
added glory to the military renown of the United 
States. 

He has also stated—and in relation to that state- 
ment likewise I think we are entitled to the au- 
thority upon which he has made it—that the com- 
mander of the same army previous to the battle 
of Gettysburg ordered a retreat. 
ing on file in the Department of War, nothing has 


There is noth- 


lask the honorable mem- |! 


No 


failure. I suppose it could not be avoided, and 
I repeat that lam not here for the purpose of 


challenging in any acrimonious spirit the skill or | 


A movement, however skillfully con- | 


| 
} 


the gallantry of General Hooker; but itis proper | 


; ; ; } 
to say in this connection that in the testimony | 


which he gave before the committee on the con- 


i 


duct of the war, he almost said in words that if || 


he had been in the command of the army when 


McClellan was, Richmond would now have been | 


inour hands. I have no doubt he thouglit so; 
but judging of what might have been the result if 
he had been in command by what was the result 
when he got to be in command of the army, the 
country would have found that that would not 
have been the result. 

Now, the honorable member assails, and not 


North, it has saved the State from which I come, 

3ut, sir, the army of the Potomac has not al- 
ways been under the command of either McCle|- 
lan, or Hooker, or Meade. MeClellan, while on 
amarch and apparently about to meet the enemy, 
and with every confidence existing in his own 
mind and in the minds of his corps officers of suc- 
cess, was taken from the command without a 
moment’s notice, and the army placed under the 
command of General Burnside, a gallant soldier, 
a brave man,a patriotic man, in whose heart there 
exists an undying devotion to the Union; but we 
allknow what the resultwas. He crossed the river 
which had divided the two armies, and with what 
afearful loss!) How did we suffer by that failure; 
how in our own eyes, how in the eyes of Europe! 
Burnside’s defeat and Hooker’s defeat nearly lost 
us the confidence which had in a great measure 
been before reposed in the ability of the United 
States by the Governments of Europe. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator allow me 
one moment? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The report of General’Burn- 
side has not been printed; but I desire to state to 
the Senate and to the country my opinion, based 
upon some knowledge of facts, a portion of which 
are in the possession of Senators around me and 
some not, that when all the facts of that campaign 
are known it will be evident to evefy one that 
the movement of General Burnside was well con- 
ceived, well planned, and that its failure was ow- 
ing entirely to the disobedience of officers high in 
command. I appeal to the chairman of the com- 
mittee on the conduct of the war if that statement 


| is not correct. 


Mr. JOHNSON. That, I have no doubt, is the 
impression of General Burnside; and 1] am not 
here to say whether he is right or wrong about It; 


| but then it will be recollected that General Burn- 


for the first time, the army of the Potomac; not || 


upon the ground of any wantof valor or of loyalty 
in the materials of which the army is composed, 
but upon the ground ef the inefficiency of its offi- 
cers; and he tells the Senate and tells the country 


that it has literally done nothing. The honorable | 


member closes his eye to what has happened dur- || 


ing the last two years. Done nothing? 


North has been saved twice from having this bat- | 


The | 


tle for the safety of the nation carried on within || 


her own limits; and upon the last occasion when 


the army, if there had been a failure Philadelphia | 


would have been in the possession of the enemy 


in less than ten days, and that done the confed- 


eracy would have been recognized. 
Sut is thatall? Maryland was invaded, Penn- 
sylvania was invaded; the disheartened and de- 


moralized army who fled from Virginia, dispirited || entire defeat to that circumstance, because 
and desponding, were placed by the President of 


| which are now raised here. 
Meade so gallantly and successfully commanded || 


_ericksburg was lost through the disobedience of 


side, in the estimation of the world, is no better 
a soldier than the corps commander with whom 
he finds fault. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not stand here to as- 
sail any man; but I desire to protect, at least so 
far as this declaration will protect, the reputation 
of General Burnside; and | ask my friend from 
Ohio if the statement I have made is not borne 
out by his opinion, based upon the testimony 
before him. 

Mr.WADE. I am very unwilling to be dragged 
into this debate at this time. I have very strong 
opinions, derived from the testimony of witnesses 
who ought to know the facts, upon all the points 
I am nota military 
man, and it would be very presumptuous 1p me 
to volunteer an opinion on such a subject, except 
what is derived from officers that ought to know 
the facts. I do believe that the battle of Fred- 
officers in high command that did not carry out 
the orders of General Burnside. I aaaenaen Sm 

cee 


rive my information from officers high in com- 
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mand who were there, and they make it exceed- 
ingly plain to a man who is not a military man 


Ww 


not necessary to go into that here. 

Mr. JOHNSON. lagree with the honorable 
member from Ohio that itis not necessary. The 
ionorable member from Rhode Island is very 


il 


‘en they go on to explain how it was. I could || 
ive their evidence on the point; but I think it is 


much mistaken if he supposes thay 1 inténd to | 


east the slightest imputation on General Burn- | 


side. Lhaveas high an opinion of General Burn- 
side as he can have, and would be as unwillin 


(even if I could be induced to do it) to assail | 


General Burnside as the honorable member from 
Rhode Island. 
ticular corps commanders, or whether they were 


corps commanders, who are said to have diso- | 
I recol- | 
lect having read a defense of himself by one of | 
his corps commanders, General Franklin, and | 


beyed the orders of General Burnside. 


if his statements of fact were true, there was no 
disobedience of orders as far as | am capable of 
udging, and that is a capability no greater than 
the honorable Senator from Ohio claims for him- 
self. LI thought General Franklin made a very 
good case of it. 

~ But | did not mean to say that there was any 
blame to be attached to anybody. 


I do not know who were the par- | 


What | pro- | 


test against is that we should be found here from | 


time to time assailing our officers. For the soul 


of me, | cannot imagine what good to the coun- | 


try is to result from it. But when the honorable 
member from Minnesota thinks proper to assail 


these several commanders, I wonder it does not || 


occur to him that each one of them has acted but 
asubordinate part. Had McClellan the direction 


of his campaign, or the President of the United | 


States? Was McClellan given all the troops that 
he thought? to be necessary for the campaign, or 


was a portion of the troops originally promised 


him taken from him,andif taken from him taken || 


by whom? By the Presidentof the United States. 
Who placed Burnside in command and removed 


McClellan from it? The President of the United | 


States. Who placed Hooker in command, one of 
the officers whom General Burnside, that stands 
so high in the estimation of the honorable mem- 
ber from Rhode Island, thought ought to be dis- 
missed the service because, as he alleged, he had 
disobeyed his orders? « The President of the Uni- 
ted States. Who visited the Army from time to 
time for the purpose of directing its movements? 


The President of the United States. Where did 


the several commanders from time to time go when | 
they were not visited by the President, for the | 
purpose of getting orders? To Washington, seek- | 


ing interviews with the President of the United 
States, and taking and following out his orders. 
The honorable member from Maine [Mr. Fes- 
SENDEN] the other day said, and said truly, that 
when gentlemen charged disasters to the army 


of the Potomac, and, as one of them was ander- | 


stood, charged them to the army of the Potomac 


because of the inefficiency of the army itself, its | 
rank and file, they should recollect, and he re- | 


minded the member from Minnesota to bear in 
mind when he drew a comparisom between the 


eastern and western ‘roops, that the man who | 
taanaged the army of the Potomac was a western | 
nan, and that man the President of the United | 


Slates, 


Ithas become a common saying throughout 


the country (whether justly or not it is not for | 


me to say) that the army of the Potomac has 
been successful or unsuccessful just as it has been 
left to the management of its leader; in propor- 
tion as it gets out of the influence of the Execu- 
tive and sjends upon its own resources, so is it 
triumphant; but immediately it comes within the 
hands of the President—hands | have no doubt 
‘onestly and patriotically used, but he is no more 
ofa soldier than either of us—then from some 
cause or other there is disaster. What have we 
iow, carrying distress to hundreds and hundreds 
of households? A loss in Florida ef from ten to 
twelve hundred men, a defeat not disgraceful to 
the men concerned, but apparently disgraceful to 
‘hose who planned the expedition. Who planned 
it? Not McClellan, not Meade, not Hooker, not 
Burnside, not Gillmore. Who then? 


id? 


Mr. JOHNSON. Icannot, but I am sure who 
idnot. We all know what the result is, and 


Mr. WILSON. Can the Senator tell us who | 


we all deplore it. The men were gallant. Gill- 
more was supposed to be a successful leader. 
But yet there is a defeat. Who suggested the 
campaign, I am as ignorant as the member from 
Massachusetts, if he is ignorant; buat the public 
suppose, and if they are in error that error should 
be corrected, that it was planned here, and charge 
the defeat to the Executive, whether justly or 
not I do not know. I do not suppose that the 
President of the United States would have ordered 
a campaign of that description unless he had 
been supported by high military authority; but 
whether he was or was not, one thing is certain, 
it had not the support of the officers whom the 
honorable member from Minnesota has thought 
proper to impeach. 

] have said all, Mr. President, that I rose to 
say. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Mary- 


land in his remarks just now alluded to the fact 


| that I reminded the Senator from Minnesota the 
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other day that the President was a western man, | 
| and that he was in command of the Army. | 
| made no imputation whatever on the President 


in reference to any interference or any attempt to 
command the Army, because I knew nothing of 
that. I alluded to the fact that he appointed the 
officers and they were under his eye, and such 
officers as they were he was responsible for. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly; so 1 understood. 

Mr. WADE. 
to enter into this subject now, though I may at 
some time give my views upon itas derived from 
testimony. .The Senator from Maryland, how- 
ever, has charged the President, I think unjustly, 
with the responsibility of the plan of the penin- 
sular campaign. I think that if the President’s 
plan had been adhered to by General McClellan 
there would have been no particular trouble. Be- 
fore the President of the United States would 
permit General McClellan to follow the plan of a 


Mr. President, I am not going | 


campaign on the Peninsula, he made it a condi- | 


tion precedent that General McClellan should 
consult with all his division commanders, | be- 


| lieve twelve in number, and that he should have 
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their unanimous opinion as to the number of 
troops it would be necessary to leave here for the 
defense of Washington, and that he should leave 
sucha number as would be sufficient in the opin- 


ion of all the division commanders, and that un- | 


less he did so he was not to go. 

He had not the opinion of more than eight of 
those commanders; and, in direct violation of the 
condition prescribed by the President, he went 


to the Peninsula without leaving here the troops | 
that the division commanders were of opinion | 


should be left. He had hardly reached Yorktown 
before he was crying out for more s: |diers, though 


| he had so many then that, 1 may say, he did not 


know what todo with them; he did not land them 


| all. As has already been stated, he had more 


then one hundred and twenty thousand to en- 
counter seven or eight thousand miserably in- 
trenched in mud fortifications that were of no con- 
sequence; but | am not going into that. 

He continued to call for troops. He called for 
McDowell’s corps, when he knew as well as we 
knew here that there was a large rebel force un- 
der Jackson in frontof Washington. If the Pres- 
ident had yielded to his demands, Washington 
must have fallen without resistance into the hands 
of the enemy who had a force in front of it. 


The objection of the President to permitting | 


him to go to the Peninsula was that it would in- 
evitably lead to a division of our army. You 
could not march to Richmond by way of the Pen- 
insula without leaving the capital entirely un- 
covered to the rebel force that was lurking about 


here northwest of the city; therefore the Presi- | 


dent made that a condition, and McClellan knew 
it well enough when he was calling for troops. 
He had his selection of the troops, and he left 
but about fifteen thousand here when he should 
have left forty thousand. 

I say then that it was not the fault of the Pres- 
ident that he went to the Peninsula. He went 
against the President’s orders and without com- 
plying with the condition on which the President 


permitted him to go; and therefore the President | 


McClellan had no right to call for 
additional troops, and he knew it. He knew that 
they could not be spared to him. Asa military 
man he could not help knowing it. 
have been our condition if the President had 


What would | 
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yielded to his request and sent McDowell’s corps 
to Richmond? As I said before, the capital would 
have been overrun without resistance. That is 
all | wish to say now, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. I have listened to this debate 
with a great deal of regret. On the one side offi- 
cers are criticised and censured, and on the other 
side the Government is held responsible for our 
misfortunes, and between the two it seems to me 
the country suffers. I doubt the wisdom of un- 
dertaking on this floor to criticise the movements 
of our armies in the field, or to hold the Govern- 
ment responsible for our defeats, unless we have 
conclusive evidence of the interference of the Gov- 
ernment with the plans of Army commanders. 

The Senator from Minnesota makes a personal 
explanation in reference to remarks made by the 
Governor of Massachusetts. It may be that the 
Govervorof Massachusetts should mot have said 
what he did say in Faneuil Hall on the evidence 
furnished by telegraphic dispatches; but the Sen- 
ator knows full well that Governors and presses 
and people criticise our words and acts here, and 
criticise them sharply, upon evidence furnished by 
telegraphic dispatches. The Senator from Maine 
says, inan under-tone, ** That ought not to be so.”’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [say thatthey ought not 
to do it on such dispatches. I accord them the 
largest liberty of criticism, 

Mr. WILSON. 1 agree with the Senator that 
we ought all to be careful how we criticise any 
body of men or any man in the country upon the 
mere evidence of brief telegraphic dispatches. 
But, sir, all of us know that the people of this 
country see very little of what we do here except 
from brief telegraphic dispatches. Those dis- 
patches go tothe country daily. ‘The Globe goes 
along in the mails afterwards, and is read by few 
of the people and by very few even of the con- 
ductors of the public journals. The country to- 
day judges of us, and of our acts and of our 
words, by the dispatches that go to the associated 
press and by the correspondence of the leading 
journals. It is our misfortune; we cannot help 
it; and itis impossible for those who send the 
telegraphic dispatches always to give to their 
readers an accurate idea of what is said and done 
here. 

In saying this | do not wish to find fault with 
the reports that go out from this body by tele- 
graph. Considering their brevity, they are as 
food as we have reason to expect them to be; but 
I say to the Senator from Minnesota we may com- 
plain of it as much as we please, the public jour- 
nals of the country, the public men of the coun- 
try, the people of the country will daily pass upon 
our words and acts here upon the telegraphic dis- 
patches that daily go to the country,and we can- 
not avoid it. It seems to me, therefore, we had 
all of us better bear what we cannot help as best 
we can. 

l find, sir, one thing to be true, and it has been 
true throughout the war, that when we win vic- 
tories the victories are claimed by the officers 
commanding in the field, but when misfortunes 
and defeats come upon us, the public judgment of 
the country is apt to throw the blame upon the 
Government. I think sometimes that tendency 18 
encouraged by defeated military men who wish, 
in order to relieve themselves, to put the blame 
upon the Government, to charge it upon the in- 
terference of the Presideut, the Secretary of War, 
or General Halleck. I know that has been done 
in some cases where facts subsequently disclosed 
to the public showed that the President, the Sec- 
retary of War, and the General-in-Chief of the 
Army did not interfere, but that the advice they 
gave was not followed. 

Mr. ANTLIONY. Mr. President, I agree with 
the Senator from Maryland that nothing can be 
more unprofitable than to assail upon this floor 
the conduct of our generals. Ineverdo it; lam 
nota military critic; and if I were | should not 
exert my powersin that wa v3 but since this ques- 
tion has been raised, I think it is but simple jus- 
tice to General Burnside to read a little from the 
testimony taken before the committee on the con- 
duct of the war touching upon the point to which 
the Senator from Maryland hasalluded. Thisis 
the testimony of General Me ade, who commande d 
a division in the first Army corps under General 


Franklin: 


‘Question. What number of men did General Franklin 
have under hin there 
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4 cr. | am not to slate | tively. He bad -_ 
on \ ting of two corps, Which 1 su 
_ ivi i my; ai hie 
i i i t e extentot 
I should y¥ that he had 
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[ ige; | am not abl 
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‘ in i i nou a ) SIX r 
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EXPEDITION TO FLORIDA. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire now 


to present 


Al ution which I intended to submit vester- 
day, W prevented from presenting by the 
tthat the Senate went to other business. I 
desire to present it now, because the subject to 
i the resolution refers has been alluded to in 

the ce ile thath juUstcio ed, A very creat deal 
of interest is feltin the country now touching the 
recentexpedition to Florida, which in some re- | 
, to say the least, resulted so disastrously 


‘ W hethe r the re- 
i hity e upon the President, the secretary 
of War, the General-in-Chi 


Army of the cour try. 


f,or the general who 


‘ nmanded the expedition in Florida, it is now 
muportant to Know, because reasons are attrib- 
uted to tl iuthor of the movement, whoever he 
may ec, not calculated to promote the confidence 
of the country in the operations of the Govern- 
ment I] therefore offer this resolution: 
Ki J joint committee on the conduct of the 
wari i to Mire into the causes of and circuin 
tinilitary expedition into Florida; 
\ iwhomt expedition origi ted; for what purpose it 
was undertaken; and what were its results; and that the 
committee be instructed to report at as early a day as prac 
The solution was ynsidered by j g 
I res il nv s consicgeread DY unanimous 
p nt Fr j 7 
( ® reed to 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A mes ret om the H] MISE ¢ f tcpresentatives, 
yh ‘lerk, announced that the 
Liouse had sed the bill of the Senate (No. 140) 


nd « migra- 
the Pacific. 


to provide for the protection of over 
tion to the States and Territories of 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. | 
‘The message further announced that the Speaker | 
of tue House of Representatives had signed an en- I] 


T HE 


rolled bill (H. R. N TO. 265) suppl mente ry to an 
act entitled ** An act to provide ways 
for the support of the Gove rnment, 
March 3. 1863; and it wa 


ind means 

. appro ive od 
s signed by the Vice 
INTERNAL REVENUE. 


‘ l ‘ dis reement to the Senate 
bi ‘ abe i i i <4 
amendments to House 2 


bill No, 122, to increase 
the internal revenue and for other purposes, and 


that the House request of the Senate another con- } 
fere e between the committees of conference on 


id bill; and it is hereby declared to be the 
his House thatin the adjustment of 
neces between the two Elouses on the said 
vuld be an additional duty of not less 
than forty ct nts per 


y t 
iene f 


} 
raion 


than twenty nor more 


Lith poe d on spirits on hi d for sale. 

‘The m e also announced that the Llouse 
of Representative: shad appointed Mr. Re sFUS a 
Spatpvine of Ohio, Mr. Joun A. Kasson of lowa, 
und FE Sabie, a Sone gga acta the pro- 
yr ed conference on its part. 


"Lhe VICI DPR ke SIDE! NT laid bef fore the Sen- 


ate the message and ré olution of the pee 
Representatives in regard to the bill (H. R. No. 
122) to increase the internal revenue, and for other 
Purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the following 
re mullO? 

Re ved, Thatthe conference requested by the House of 
i resentatiy be agreed to, and that the conterees here 
1 py 1 by the Senate be instructed to agree to 
proper amendments to the Senate amendments ¢ sagreed 
1 Hou providing 1 tax of not exceeding twenty 

nts a gallon on spirits on hand forsale, 

Mr. FESSENDE 1 should like to inquire 
of the Chair whether that isa parliamentary mode 
f proceeding. My understanding of a free con- 
ference is, that th ons appoint d to conduct 


ch an arranzgementof the 
they think best. At any rate, 
| have never in parliamentary history read of an 
where a committee of conference were 
ent out instructed on the part of the body tl ey 
represented to take a particular line of action in 
reference to the legislation the y were to agree to. 
| should like to know if there is any precedent 
f 


it may agree to Make su 


disagreeing votes as 


instance 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have not examined for 
precedents; but | think there can be no doubt of 
the power of the Senate to instruct its conferees on 
ny point. Itisa que stion of discretion. Ordi- 
narily it would not be done; but there have been 
two conferences on this disagreement, which has 
wn ont one difference. The House of 
Representauy hee now expressed their opinion 
on that difference, and I] think the Senate ought 
also to do so. 

The identical proposition now before the Senate 

is never been discussed or acted upon here in 
the words in which itis presented, or even in sub- 
stance as it is now presented. I consider it there- 
fore important to take the sense of the Senate on 
the question w we ther they will acquiesce in a tax 
a gallon on the spirits on hand, 
hatis agreed to by the Senate, there will be no 
iculty in bringing about an agreement on the 
bill between the two Houses; but if the 
Senate conferees carry out the expressed wishes 
of the Senate heretofore not to agree to any tax 
upon spirits on hand, as a matter of course there 
can be no agreement, and it is scarcely worth 
while to provide for another meeting of the con- 
ferees. Il do not wish now to discuss the main 
question, unless other Senators do, because it is 


all gro 


of twe nty cents 





whole 


y familiar. 

Mr. GRIMES. Had you not better strike out 
the twenty cents and leave the amount of the tax 
open r 

“Mr. SHERMAN. 
ceeding twenty cents. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . Does the Se 
from Maine raise a question of order? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir; I intended to 
raise the question in that way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can have 
no doubt that the resolution proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio isin order. Conferences are of 
two characters, free and. simple. A free confer- 
ence is that which leaves the committee of con- | 
ference entirely free to pass upon any subject 
where the 


perfect! 


i 


] propose to say not ex- 


nator 


| votes, not bee ever inc luding any action upor 
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any 


subject where there has been a concurrent 
both branches. A simple conference—perha 
should more prope rly be termed a strict ora 


cific conference, thouch the parliam entary tery 


. lis 
** simple’’—is that which confines the com: 
of conference to the specific instructions of 
hody appointing it. The Chair there fore rules 


that the resoyition is in order. 

Mr. FOSTER. 1 wish to inquire whether th, 
instructions which this resolution proposes t 
rive to the committee do not introduce in to tl 
bill a feature which is new, and which chan», 
the character of the bill as agreed to both : yy 
and the other House? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
from Connecticut that upon that question ther 
was a difference of opinion in the committee of 
conference. The House of Representatives, jp 
the bill as it was originally passed by that Hoy 
propose sd to impose a tax of forty cents a gall 
upon spirits on hand. ‘The 
that tax and made 


Senate struck 
various other amendments to 
the bill. The bill went back to the House of R 
resentatives, and that House agreed to strike ; 
the tax of forty cents upon spirits on hand, | 
disagreed to the Senate’s otheramendments. 'T 
conferees on the part of the House proposed to 
amend those Senate amendments by adding a tax 
of twenty cents a gallon «pon spirits on hand. | 
do not see any parliame ntary difficulty inthe y 
of ace omplishing that if the Senate are willi 
acquiesce in an amendment to their amendm 

There are disagreeing votes on two amendm: 
between the two Houses, to either of w 
my judgment, an amendment proposing at 
twenty cents a gallon upon spirits on hand 
be added ace Gt to parliame ntary gules; 
all difficulty on that point will be obviated by 
instructions ofthe two Houses. The Senate m 
very nor rly object to any action by the § 
conferees ois h was not strictly within | 
liamentary rule; but the Senate itself 
its instructions, enlarge the power of the c 
tee. There is nodoubtabout that. Ther 
limit to the power of the Senate over its co 
It may authorize its conferees toa 
amendments to its amendments, which n 
be in order if those amendments to the 
ments came directly from the conferees wit 
the action of the Senate. Thatis the view 
conferees took, although they differed on the ques- 
tion of parliamentary law. 

I say again the simple question I wish t 
sent by this instruction is, whether the S 
willing to acquiesce in a tax of twenty ce 
gallon upon spirits on hand. That subject | 
not propose to debate unless other Senat 
gage in It. 

Mr. FOSTER. I understand then that 
I supposed: the Senate objecting toa tax ¢ 
on hand as aa ‘d by the House of Rep 
sent the bill bae kK to the House of R 
sentatives,and that House agreed with thes 
in striking that feature from the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A tax of forty cents 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, the House of Repres 
atives proposed a tax of forty cents; we o! 
to it and struck it out, and the House agreed ! 
striking it out. So then that feature was 1 
the bill. We disagreed on other matters. 
it is propose »d to introduce into the billa 
of a feature which has been agreed to by 
Houses, which the honorable Senator a! i many 
others here on former oceasions have |! 
could not be done. The Senator now : 
that, although the committee cannot do it, 
Senate can do it by instructing the commit! 
then the committee can do it. A commit! 


tees. 


| undertook to do that and asked the Se! 


ratify it, and it was claimed that they cou 
ratify it, that the Senate had not the vow rt 
ify it; but now itis claimed that we can aul 


| a committee to do that which if they! ad one W 


could not ratify. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that, and | 
not believe, therefore, that tle honorable Sen" 
is right, taking into view the previous « 


| of the Senate upon this principle. 


two branches have disacreed in their || 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate will allow ™ 
to make an additional statement. Growing ou! 
the rules of the House of Representatives, 

a bill goes back to the House of Represen' 
with amendments of the Senate it is usu 


I will reply to the Senatoy 
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the previous question upon the pending amend- 
ments. That previous que stion extends to all the 

1dment The question came up; the House 
of Represt tale was willing to agree to strike 
ut the tax of forty cents a gallon, and expressed 
; W wness by a very ciose vote : bu tit was 
wilhin Its power ac ording to the rules of the 
House to move to amend thi Senate amendment, 
so that the proposition to pula tax of twenty cents 


acallon onspirits on hand could not under the rales 
f the House be in order, and was ngver submitted 
to the House until the question was taken there 
yesterday on the se Instructions. 
The Senator’s reasoning might have been cor- 


rect if the House of Re presentatives had pass: d 


upon the identical proposition now before the two | 


Houses. Then it would not be right to go back 
and reconsider that question. 
Rept simply agreed to the Senate’s 
proposition to strike out the tax of forty cents 
upon spirits on hand. ‘Thatisall they agreed to. 


esentatives 


[hat is alltheiraction. By their rules they were 
precluded from passing upon the question of im- 
posing a tax of twenty cents a gallon, because 


they could not amend the Senate’s amendments 
in the s in which the bill was when it came 
in*tthat House. 

| think it was the misfortune of the rules of the 
House that they could not amend the Senate’s 
imendment. That would have presented the ques- 
tion fairly; but their rules precluded that; and 
now the only question is whether, to avoid the de- 


tage 


up 


But the House of 


feat of this bill, we are willing to allow the ques- | 


tion to be taken upon a tax of twenty cents a gal- 
lon on spirits on hand. 

I ought to explain further that if the Senate 
reject this proposition, the conferees on the part 
of the Senate as a matter of course will be com- 
nelled to adhere to the position of the Senate. 
nthe only question will be, 





Representatives recede from its disagreement, or 
shall the bill be lost? 

Mr. CONNESS. Permit me to ask | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall be through in a | 
moment. 

Ir. CONNESS@! wish to ask a question right 
t this point, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Itrust the Senator will not 


terpose, but will allow me to conclude. If the 


uurse the bill will be passed precisely as it was 
passed by the Senate; but if the House should 
disagree, and should insist upon some amend- 
to the Senate amendments, then the bill will 

The effect of that the Senate will see. 
The Government will lose all the revenue from 
ihe enormous quantity of whisky that is now be- 
ing manufactured every duy, and before this sub- 
ject can be brought up in a new bill, oras part of 
the revenue bill now pending in the other House, 


nent 


be lost. 


will the House of 


House of Representatives recede, as a matter of 


I may safely say that not Jess than two months | 


and within these two 
months the manufacturers of whisky can manu- 
facture not les& than twenty million gallons, yes, 
thirty million gallons. The effect of the long de- 
lay growing out of this disagreement between the 
two Houses has been to lose to the Government 
more, | think, than will be derived from the tax 
on spirits on hand. 

Now my object is simply to get rid of the con- 
troversy if we can. 1 thinkatax of twenty cents 
a gallon upon spirits on hand can be justified, but 
I do not want to enter into that argument. | 
think we had better acquiesce in it and advise the 
tax. It makes it moderate on those who hold 
spirits, and we want the money very much. 

Mr. CONNESS. I desired to ask the Senator 
from Ohio whether, if we refuse to give the in- 
structions now proposed by him, it will not be 
competent for the House of Representatives to re- 
consider the instructions that they have given to 
their committee, and then allow it to be a com- 
mittee of free conferenceagain. lLunderstand the 
Senator to assent to that proposition. 
Mr.SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CONNESS. Then we are not presented 
with the alternative alone of either giving the in- 
structions in the shape the Senator proposes or 
losing the entire bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will observe 
that [did not say so. I said we present the al- 
ternative of either losing the bill or the House of 
Representatives receding. 


Mr. CONNESS. Receding from their instruc- 


time will be consumed, 





| 
| 
} 
| 
i 


THE CONGRES 


| room of that committee 





tions. Il ialodthend the Senator to state that the 


bill would be Jost unless the other House receded 
from the 


former vote that they had taken—notthe 
vote upon the instructions to the committ But, 
sir, I did notr tol lan nsistenev in the 
Senator’s statement, but to be able ¢ » show that 
by appointing a third committee of free confer- 
ence, which | think is ou proper course, the al- 
ternative will then be presented to the House of 
Re presentatives to re cede from the Instructions 


they have given to their committee and let 
again be a tree conference b 
of both Houses. 

I do not desire 


the re 
tween the committees 


the propriety of imposing a tax of twenty cents 
a gallon upon the stock on hand, and yet [ will 

say that it is my deliberate conviction that if we 
authorine a tax of twenty upon the stock 
on hand in the country, we shall so have to in- 
crease our collect 


cents 


ors and assessors throughout the 
land that we shall excite and make 
every man in the country that 

whisky on hand as to make it the most unprofit- 
able effort to raise revenue that this Government 
has ever engaged in. The matter has been very 
fully considered by the Finance Committee of this 
body, and I will say that when I went into the 
it appeared entirely just 
to my mind to apply this tax to the stock vos, er 
it seemed to me that injustice could occur to 
any party if on a given day an equal sum 
affixed as a tax on all the whisky inthe country. 
But after a full deliberation there, not 
upon the testimony presented by interested par- 
ties, as has been stated by the press—I trust I 
shall be pardoned for alluding to that—but upon 
a full and 


an enemy of 


ho 


was 


founded 


complete investigation, as patient, | 
think, as ever was made, the committee were 
nearly unanimous in the opinion that the Gov- 


ernment would be a loser and nota gainer 
undertaking to Impose a tax upon the 
hand. 

The position of the Senate would have been 
accorded to by the House of Representatives but 
for a persistence there that I will not undertake to 
speak of. Iam now informed, however, by in- 
telligent and able gentlemen of éhat body that in 
their opinion the proposition of the Senate will 
be acquiesced in if the question be submitted again 
tothat House. [| hope,in view of the importance: 
of the question, that the Senate will not vote to 
give the instructions presented and asked for by 
the Senator from Ohio, but that we shall refuse 
them and then proceed to appoint a third com- 
mittee of free conference, and let the question go 
to the House of Re whethe 
they will not rece de from the positon of instruct- 
ing their Though it may be 


by 
whisky on 


presentatives as to 


committee. leviti- 


mate and parliamente iry to Instruct committees of 


conference, It cert 


unly is not the best course of 
proc dure, and | hope we shall not take it. 
Mr.SHERMAN. ‘The Senator from Califor- 


nia makes one remark which had weight 
yesterday. He says 


with me 
ys now what he has said be- 
fore, that the House Representatives would 
recede from its disagreement; and for the pur- 
pose of enabling that House to recede so that the 
bill might be passed, | yesterday withdrew this 
resolution of instructions, and the bill was sent 
to the other House unembarrassed by any action 
on the partof the Senate, in compliance with the 
suggestion of the S« nator from California and 
other Senators. It was there taken up,and a mo- 
tion was made by a colleague of mine that the 
House should recede from its disagreement to our 
amendments, and that pro} position was negatived 
by a vote of 53 yeas to 78 nays—a majority of 
twenty- -five against the House rece ‘ding. Then 
the question came up on agreeing to the instruc- 
tions which have been read, and the vote was 76 
yeas to 67 nays. 

Mr. CONNESS. A difference of nine votes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A difference of nine votes 
on the second question. 

Mr. CONNESS. On the instructions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But there was a majority 


of twenty-five against rece ding, which in the pop- 


ular branch is a very large mi ujority. We hav 
no means of knowing: the action of the Hou 
Lepresentati ve Sexce} tthrouch its votes. An n 
ber of that House may say to Senators that 
House will do so at } », trout we oni idg 
of the action of the House by its vot 

The question of a tax of,twenty 


SIONAL GLOBE. 


to discuss now the question of 


| other House. 


has a barrel of 


° 


VO] 


upon spirits on hand has never been discussed in 
the Senate thoroughly. When the bill was pend- 


ing, and was near its passage, the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Dootrrrie| moved to recommit 
to the Committee on Finance, with instructions 
to report a tax of twentycents. Although I have _ 
iways been in favor of putting a moderate tax 
upon whisky on hand—twenty cents was 
about whatl eonsidered jus | voted for the mo- 


tion of 
doubt, ause 
ted to the C 


the Senator from Wisconsin with 
] did not wish the | 
ommittee on 


I preferred that it 


some 
bee ill recommit- 
with instrue- 
should go back to the 
But we have never considered the 
question of the proprie ty of levying this tax, and 
it has never been discussed in this mony. 

I will say now but one word in reg 


‘ 
Finance 
ons; 


ard to this 


tax. lagree with the Senator from California 
thata tax on the spirits on hand would be unjust, 
unless we proposed to raise the value of the arti- 


cle on hand by our legislation. 
legislation we 
forty so that the price 
cle on Ifand at the time this 
has advanced forty cents: 
occurs to me 


By our pre posed 
add to the valut of spirits &y hand 
cents a gallon; of the arti 
bill was introduced 
The que stion 
, 18 it not right that the Government 
by a system of taxation should 


i gallon. 


atleast sharedhis 
increased value conferred by our actupon this ar- 
ticle? I say there is no impropris ty im it. oe 


tax of forty cents on spirits on he und was unjus 


because the cost of this article was very much 
added to ches our proposed legislation: but a tax 
of twe nty cents a railon on spirits on hand would 
not be unjust, because it only divides with the 
holder the profit that he derives from the act of 
the Government. 

In the argument the other day, when this sub- 
ject was be tore the Se nate, one Senator a | thy k 


it was the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Jounson | 
—said it was ul just for the Government to levy 
taxation on benefits conferred 'y Wi Vy 
sir, W In every act chartering a 
railroad company we provide that certain special 
benefits shall be deducted from the damages sus- 
tained by the land owners When we authorize 
a railroad company to enter on the land of an in- 
dividual and to e his land, we deny to that com 
pany the right to ottset general benefits, the ben 
efits which were conferred only upon this citizen 
like butif special be ne fits are conferred 


tse If. 


edo it always. 


take 


allothers; 


on the owner of the land, as by drainin y his sw nip? 
or by locating a town upon it, or locating im 
provements upon it, we authorize that benefit to 


be deducted from the Injury. "That is precise Vy 
the nature and charaeter of this tax. Wi by our 
act confer upon the holders of this article an act 
ual cash value of forty cents a gallon. We pro 
pose, In the form of 4axation, to take, to enable 
us to carry on the operations of the Government, 
one half of that increased value. 

Mr. CONNESS. Will the Senator permit me 


a word, to spare further discussion on this points 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. CONNESS. I admit that there is 
in the abstract proposition as now stated by the 


ju slice 


Senator from Ohio; but the fact is not as stated 
by the Senator.from Ohio. It is not true that 
this commodity remains in the hands of a single 
party or particular parties while the advance is 


but, on 
hands. 


obtained; the contrary, I is constantly 
It is constantly ¢ nhanecing iw 
value under the prospect of additional taxes by 
= and it is simply imposs for the Govern 

nent to divide that profit with any holder. Each 
abi quent holder, as is suggested to me by the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
additional price. 


tor on that point. 


changing 


HDi 


Davis,] pays an 
That is my reply to the 


Mr. SHERMAN. It seemsto methe answer 
to that is obvious. The Senator says that people 
buy and sell thiscommodity pe nding our legisla- 
tion. If they buy they take all the risk of our 
legislation. The : have noright to assume be- 
cause a bill is introduced in either House to im- 


pose a tax of forty cents a gallon on spirits in the 
future that that will alaw. They take 
that risk; and I repeat that these persons dealing 
in spirits will me ake large sums of money by our 


be come 


proposed taxation. Some few of them may lose 
he benefit of speculation; but, taking them asa 
vhole, they will make more money by our legis- 
I in any other clas sof our citizens, De- 

> . anh a > wal . P ‘ ticle 

" we have added to the value of their : e 
fully forty cents, and we only pr to take in 
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the form of taxation twenty cents. But I will not 


discuss this matter further. The arguments pro | 
and con obvious; and I do not wish to detain 
the Senate 


Mr. CONNESS and Mr. CARLILE rose. 

Mr. CONNESS. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, and ‘then L will give way to the Senator. 

Mr. CARLILE. | wish also to offer an amend- 
mert 
Mr. CONNESS. 
will not suit you. 

Mr. CARLILE. If it isin order I will submit 
a motion that the Senate agree to the amendments 
to the bill as made by the House after it had gone 
there from this body. 

Mr. CONNESS. Will the Secre tary read the 
amendment that | propose? 


I will withdraw mine if it 


The Secretary read the amendment, to strike | 


outallof the resolution afterthe word ** resolved,’’ 
and to insert: 


Phat the Senate disagree to the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of yesterday’s date, proposing instruc 
4, and ask another tree conterence on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill of the 
House No. 122, to inerease the internal reventfe, and for 
other purposes 


Mr. CONNESS., 
Mr. CARLILE. 
that | have 


1; 
ai 


tions to the conuleres 


That will meet the case. 
I should prefer the motion 
ubmitted. It has been stated inthis 
cussion that the delay alre ady in acting upon 
this bill has lost to the Treasury a considerable 
amount that would have been place d there by tax- 
ation 
been enacted into a law when it first came to this 
body 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 


' 
the Senator, 


Let me say one thing to 
If we agree to the billin the shape 
in which it came back to us from the House, the 
result will be that we shall have a tax of Sixty 
cents from now until the Ist of July, and after 
that time it will go back to twenty cents, and re- 
main there 


Mr. SHERMAN. Notonly that: the tax still 


exists on spirits imported into this country, and | 


not on those manufactured here. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 


pre bably be, 

Mr. CARLILE. Inanswerto that it might be 
replied that that could be remedied by subsequent 
legislation; but before I would consent to do an 
act of injustice, as I think would be done by the 
Congress of the United States if they should tax 
the article on hand after it has paid a tax under 
the law as it now exists, | would allow the biil to 
fail entirely, and allow this question as to the tax 
to be placed on whisky to come up for consider- 


ation in connection with the other subjects of tax- | 


ation when we consider the revenue bill. I will 
withdraw my motion, and allow the Senator from 
California to present his amendment. 

Mr. CONNESS., I willsimply say that I agree 
entirely in what was last stated by the Senator. 
I prefer that this bill should fail than that we 
should agree to the demand of the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the present time, and then take up 
the question and legislate upon it at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Boes the Senator 
from Virginia withdraw his motion? 

Mr. CARLILE. Yes, sir; | withdraw it to 


allow the amendment of the Senator from Califor- | 


nia to be presents d. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
amendment read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

rhat the Senate disagree to the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of yesterday’s date proposing instruc 
tions to the cooferees, and ask another free conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill of the 
House No. 122, to increase the internal revenue, and for 
other purposes, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
California is understood to move to amend the 
proposition of the Senator from Ohio by striking 
out all after the word ‘resolved’ and inserting 
what has been read. : 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
not agree to the proposition of the Senator from 
Ohio. Such legislation as he proposes would 
operate very disastrously to a large interest that I 
am required to rey 


I should like to hear that 


It will be again 


distinguished collea 


gueinthisbody. Lagree with 
the dex 


President of the Senate that it 


ision ot thy 


upon this article of whisky, if this bill had | 
, || country and now on hand. 


That is my construction. | 
That is the view Ltake as to what the effect would 


1 hope the Senate will | 


present in connection with my | 
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| stock on hand at all. 


is competent to instruct-a committee of conference 
on the part of the Senate; but I submit whether 
the particular instruction proposed in this case 1s 
within the power of the Senate. What subject 
goes toa committee of conference? Not the whole 
bill, but only the questions in difference between 
the two Houses. Now whatare those questions? 
Three and only three, neither of which relates to 
a tax on the article manufactured in this country 
now on hand. There is a disagreement between 
the two Houses in respect to the proposed in- 
crease after July and January next. There isa 
disagreement between the two Houses in respect 
to the tax proposed to be imposed upon that in 
the market which has been imported from foreign 
countries; but there is no disagreement touching 
the proposition to tax whisky manufactured in 
the country and which is on hand. 

I will ask the attention of the Senate to this 
fact: that the bill as it came to the Senate from the 
Hlouse proposed a tax upon three articles: first, 
whisky to be manufactured; secondly, aoe 
manufactured in the country and now on hand; 
and, thirdly, liquors imported from foreign coun- 
tries and now in our markets. The House and 
the Senate have agreed to the tax now to be im- 
posed at sixty cenis upon the article hereafter to be 
manufactured. The House and the Senate have 
disagreed as to the tax upon the article brought 
into the country from foreigif countries and now 
on hand; but the House and Senate have both 
agreed not to tax that which is produced in the 
The Senate struck 
out this provision of the House bill: 

Provided further, Thatall spirits on hand forsale, whether 
distilled prior to the date of this act or not, shall be subject 
to the rates of duty provided by this act from and after the 
12th day of January, 1°64, except that spirits which have 
been already taxed under the law approved July 1, 1862, 
shall not bear more than the additional or increased tax 
proposed by this act. 

The Senate struck that provision out of the 
House bill. That amendment went to the House 
and the House concurred in the amendment of the 
Senate. The House agreed that that tax should not 
be imposed, and the two bodies stand concurring, 
not disagreeing, upon the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Ohiog | know he says that he pro- 
poses a tax of twenty cents and that this wasa 
tax of forty cents on the article in market; but 
the Senate decided by its vote, on the proposition 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. DoouittLe] 
and on the proposition in the bill, not to tax the 
That was the decision of 


the Senate. That decision of the Senate went to 


| the House, and the House concurred in it; but 
| the House refused to concur in two other propo- 


sitions. Now I want to know 





Mr. DOOLITTLE. I shoud like toask my hon- || 


orable friend if he does not know that practically 
the House of Representatives do not concur in that 


|| amendment, and that the vote of the House on 


the subject of these very instructions shows that 
the opinion of the House is that the tax should 
be levied. ‘Therefore it is the same as if it still 
stood in the bill, and there was a disagreement 
between the House and the Senate. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I should be happy had 
the Senator from Wisconsin not asked me any 
question which would require me to explain the 
conduct of the House. Lam sure he will find him- 
selfembarrassed if he should undertake that work. 
The course of the House in respect to this matter 
has been extremely strange, and such as not to 
demand of the Senate toabandon a principle that 
it has asserted. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If my honorable friend will 
allow me, I do not think it necessary for me to 
say anything on the subject of the conduct of the 
House by way of justification or by way of im- 
peachment, but I think it is very susceptible of 


|| explanation. The House, as [ understand, bya 


| very decided vote determined in the first instance 
Phe Senator from || 


to impose this tax upon whisky on hand when the 
bill originally passed. Itcame tothe Senate. Cer- 
tain amendments were made here. It went back 
to the House, and under the operation of their pre- 
vious question, which takes everything, at a mo- 
ment and with hardly any discussion, it is prob- 
able, as the gentleman states, that at first there 
was a concurrence. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
forty cents. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir; but subsequently 


In striking out the tax of 





| my honorable friends here the practical qu 


| this bill and come to it three weeks hence, 


| meet the question. 
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the House, as I understand, to insist on a tax i 
this liquor on hand to a certain extent, betw 


Cen 
twenty and forty cents a gallon. 


I will Say ta 


Cslion 


is this: whether we shall come to it now, or kj! 


is the practical question before Congress, hat 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Permit me to ask the 
Senator a question. Did notthe very memper of 
the House of Representatives who moved t\js 
amendment te@tax the stock on hand vote against 
his own amendment? I understand that tire dig. 
tinguished member from New York who proposed 
it did vote against it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 look upon this ag thp 
practical question before Congress: Shall we ;j| 
this bill now, or shall we go into a conference 
with the House on thissubject? If we kill it now 
we shall come to this same question about three 
weeks hence; and in the mean time we shall Jose 
what revenue we might otherwise have secured, 


Mr. HENDRICKS. The Senator has gone 


beyond the point to which he called attention, 


He asked me if the House has notin fact insisted 
on this proposition to tax the article in market. 
I say that the Senate struck that proposition of the 
House from the bill. It wenttothe House; and 
if the House wished then to tax the article jn 
market thirty cents instead of forty, it should 
have been done by concurring in the amendment 
of the Senate with an amendment, which wag 
competent under the rules of the House. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Senator from Indiana 
is perhaps technically right, but practically upon 
the case as it stands. now on their vote on these 
instructions the House have reconsidered that 
vote and have decided to insist upon putting the 
same tax on the liquor on hand. Weshall have 
to meet the House on that question either on this 
bill or, by killing this bill, ona new bill. There 
is no doubt about that. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. The Senator repeats what 


| he said before, that the question now before the 


Senate is whether we will agree to what the House 
demands or allow the bill to be lost. I do not 
think that is the question, do not think that 
the House is going to defeafan important meas- 
ure of legislation merely because it cannot force 


| the Senate to come to its views. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. No, sir. The Senator 
misunderstands if he understands that the House 
has undertaken to force the Senate to agree to 
this proposition; but I say the direct effect will 
be, we shall have to meet this proposition at 
some time; we can either meet it now on this bill, 


| or we can kill this bill and wait and meet it on 


some new bill to come up some two or thr 
weeks hence, perhaps. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Well, sir, when the new 
bill comes up I hope the Senate will be able to 
That is all I can say to the 
Senator from Wisconsin on that point. ‘The Sen- 
ate has met this particular proposition, The Senate 
has said on a proposition offered by the Senator 
himself that we would not agree to a tax at the 


| rate of twenty cents a gallon. In response to the 


proposition of the House the Senate has said we 
would not agree to a tax of forty cents. ‘To be 


| sure, we have not gone up from one to forty cents, 
| giving a vote oneach cent; but the Senate lias dis- 


tinctly informed the House that we do not agree 


| to the proposition that the article now in market 


and produced in this country ought to be taxed 
at all. The will of the Senate on that subject has 


| been clearly made known. 


But, sir, that was not the question that I desired 
now to speak upon. I say that the instruction 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio is not proper; 
it cannot be given to the committee of conference 
That committee has nothing to do with this bill 


except upon the questions of disagreement be- | 


tween the two Houses. In respect to the ques- 


| tions of disagreement, the Senate may instruct ils 


part of thé committee; but outside of the ques 
tions of disagreement the Senate cannot instruct 
that committee, for the reason that that is not one 
of the modes of legislation known to parliament 
ary usage. Let me ask the Senator this question: 
is it competent for the Senate to instruct its por 
tion of the committee to tax cotton two cents per 
pound on this bill? The Senator would say "0; 
and why? For the obvious reason that that ques- 
tion was not referred to the committee. The 


there has been a determination on the part of || Senate may instruct the committee upon all the 
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euestions that were referred to that committee, 
but not upon other questions. Can we in this | 
mode, through a committee of conference, bring 
into this bill measures that we could not place in 
it if the bill were directly before the Senate? Let 
me ask Senators, if this bill were now in the Sen- 
ate and we were considering it, could we now 
propose and could the Senate by a vote puta tax 
aipon the article now inthe market? Clearly not, | 
for the reason that we-ehave declined to do that, 
and the time for reconsideration has passed. We | 
cannotreach that question. Itis beyond the reach 
of the Senate, and clearly we cannot do it by in- 
structions to the committee of conference. 

But, sir, upon the question of right, I have | 

merely one or two suggestions to make. This | 
body ought certainly to treat with great respect | 
the opinion of the House of Representatives, and | 
go as far as possible to meet that House apon 
important matters of legislation. If the Senate | 
agreed with the House upon the main feature of | 
the bill and differed in respect to some matters of | 
detail, we ought certainly to go a great way to | 
meet that body; but if the House asks us to tax 
an article which we think ought not to be taxed, 
and we cannot agree with the House in opinion, 
and we say that that article ought not to be taxed, 
and say it by a very emphatic vote, is it right for 
the House to say to the Senate, ‘* We will kill the 
bill if you do not come to our proposition?’ Is 
it right for the House to say to the Senate, ‘* We 
will not allow a tax to be tid on that which is to 
be manufactured hereafter unless you also con- | 
sent to tax that which is now in market?’’ Is 
the Senate to be forced from its judgment by the 
threat that the bill is to be lost? Iam not will- 
ing to agree to that. The Senate has said by a | 
very large vote—I think by 29 to 14; two to one— 
that we would not agree to tax spirits on hand 
either twenty or forty cents. The House now 
says to us, ** We will not pass the bill unless 
you come to our views.’’ 
' But, sir, in respect to the right of the question, 
ought the Senate to agree to tax the article now 
in the market, the liquor that has already paid its 
tax? To illustragg that point, | will call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the last disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses. It is to be found in the 
seventh section of the bill. The Senate struck 
these words out of the bill: 

And that upon ail such spirits imported prior to the pas- 
sage of this act there shall be levied, collected, and paid an 
additional tax of forty cents per gallon, to be collected un- 


der the direction and according to regulations to be estab- 
lished by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury. 


The House refused to concur in the amendment 
of the Senate striking that provision from the bill. 
The House then insists that we shall impose a 
tax of forty cents upon liquor that has passed the 
custom-house and paid the duty in the custom- 
house. Is the Senate prepared to agree to that 
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pay? Clearly not; and w! For the simple 
reason that he has paid what the Government 
demanded. She hasreceived his money, aad said 


for that he should exercise this privilege for the 





proposition? Is the Senate prepared to agree to 
It in respect to other matters of merchandise 
coming through the custom-house? 


does he not suppose that the article which he then 
holds shall be sold free from all. tax so far as the 
Federal Government is concerned? Has it ever 
been heard of in this country that the Govern- 
ment, after an article has paid the duty provided 
by law, has again taxed that same article? 
think no such instance can be referred to in the 
history of the country. 

Mr. President, as an attorney I paid ten dollars, 
I think last May, for the privilege of practicing 
law for one year. The Government received the 
money,and gave mea license and authority to prac- 
ce forone year. Would this Congress now say 
that I should not practice my profession for the 


residue of the year unless I paid ten dollars addi- | 


tional? The Senate would not entertain the prop- 
osition for an hour; and why? Because | have 
aid the Government what she asked for the privi- 
ege. .She has received the money, and said | 
might practice for the term of a year; and it 
would be a breach of faith to change the law pend- 
ing the enjoyment of that right. 

The manufacturer of liquor pays his license 
fee, and the Government says he may manufac- 
ture liquor for that consideration for the coming 
ae Could we change the law so as to require | 

im atthe end of six months to pay twice as much | 
a8 the law when he paid his tax required him to | 


1 | 


It would be astonishing | 
£ such an instance could be found. 


fter the || ; . 
} After the || to pay this tax to the Government, although he 
importer has paid the duty at the custom-house, 











coming year. 

Mr. COWAN. TheSenator will allow me to 
ask him whether, if the additional imposition of 
ten dollars on attorneys raised the price of fees, 
it would not be fair that they should divide with 
the Government? That is the argument of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I do not suppose that 
that consideration would govern the conscience or 
the judgment of the Senate. I expect, if the at- 
torneys of the country were taxed an additional 
ten dollars, in some way or another some unfor- 
tunate client would feel the weight of that addi- 
tionalcharge. [Laughter.] I do not doubt that. 

jut the question is one of right. If we would 
not do it in respect to a question of that sort, how 
is it that we shall tax an article after it is manu- 
factured, when the Government agreed that for 
manufacturing it the party should pay so much. 
I say itisa breach of the faith of the Government. | 
We have said to the men whoare engaged in this 
business, ‘* If you pay your license fee, and in ad- | 


dition to that when you manufacture the whisky, || 


you pay a tax of twenty cents a gallon upon it, | 
you shall be at quits so far as the Government is 
concerned; you may go into the market and sell 
your liquor for what youcanget.’’ Thatis what 
the Government has said. And now, after it is 
manufactured, while it is still in their hands, after 
they have paid this tax of twenty cents, is it good 


faith on the part of the Government to require | 


them to pay an additional twenty cents? I say 
itisnot. Itisabreach of faith; and in these times 
especially, the Government ought to be very care- 
ful to maintain good faith. When we hear rum- 
blings of repudiation, we cannot very well afford 
now, if ever a nation could afford, to violate its 
faith. We ought to stand upon what we have 
agreed to. We have agreed that these people 
might manufacture and sell liquor and pay a li- 
cense fee and a tax of twenty cents on the gallon. 

Some gentlemen argue this question as though 


hands of speculators. I do not know that that 


would make any difference on the question of | 
A very | 


right if it were so; but that is not so. 
large producer of whisky in an important point 


in the State of Illinois, Peoria, was talking to me || 
yesterday on this subject. He manufactures very | 


largely. His enterprise has secured to the Gov- 
ernment during the past year a very large reve- 
nue. He told me that he had about eight thousand 
barrels on hand, upon which he.has paid histax. 
If this bill should pass, he would be required at 
once to pay twenty cents per gallon more upon 


that liquor, which would require him to pay about | 


eighty-nine thousand dollars more, and that, too, 
before he can sell. He would have togo into the 
market and borrow money, anticipate his sales, 


has already paid for the privilege of producing it 
what the Government had fixed by law. 

I say then, sir, that this would be a very great 
act of injustice toward the men who have paid 


this tax, and it would not pay the Government | 


any amount of revenue for the loss she would 
sustain by the breach of her faith. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, 1 do not 


intend to go into the discussion of the question of 


the propriety ofimposing this tax upon the liquors | 
on hand in anything that | may say now on the | 


pending question before the Senate. I desire to 


refer very briefly to some considerations that have | 


been thrown out by the Senator from Indiana. 


Mr. President, these revenue bills by the Con- | 
| stitution are required to originate in the House 


of Representatives. Why? Because ihe Repre- 
sentatives in Congress in that House are nearer 
the people than the representatives of the States 
in this body. So jealous were the men who made 


the Constitution of the exercise of this power of | 
taxation over the people that by the Constitution | 
it is required that these billsshall originate in that | 


House; that the subject of taxation shallcome from 
the body nearest the people, and that the men who 
impose the tax shall be more directly responsible 
to the people. 


tions of the propriety of certain measures and may 


Therefore, I say it is the duty of | 
this body, while they are notto forego their convic- | 


freely discuss them and act upon them, at least | 
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| to pay great deference to the opinion of the Hose 


of Representatives on this subject of whatarticles 
shall be subjected to taxation, 

Now, sir, let us look at this case just as it 
stands. A bill came here from the House of Rep- 
resentatives imposing a tax of forty cents a gal- 
lon upon liquor on hand. ‘The Senate, after dis- 
cussion, refused to concur in that provision of the 
bill, and struck it out. It went back to the House 
of Representatives, which body agreed to that 
amendment; but | will assume they must have 
been taken by surprise, for their vote, both before 
and since, demonstrates that it is the clear judg- 
ment of a majority of that House thata tax should 
be imposed upon this liquor on hand. Such being 
the deliberately expressed judgmentofthat House, 
the question now is whether, because by the forms 
of legislation technically, they concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate striking out this pro- 
vision of the bill, we shall insist upon the tech- 
nical advantage in the form of legislation, and 


| thereby refuse to confer with the House on this 
| question, 


Mr. COWAN. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him this question? As | understand it, having 
been in the body at the time it was passed, the 
Senate sent the bill back to the House with an 
amendment, and the House concurred in the 
amendment. Then there is no disagreementupon 
this point. If there be any disagreement between 
the two Houses, wherein or where does this dis- 
agreement arise from? Who makes it? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. My honorable friend is 
placing himself on what I stated to be the position 
of himself and his friends here. He takes the 
technical ground that because the House by a vote 
concurred in the proposition of the Senate, al- 
though both before and after the House declared 
against it, we should refuse to go into a confer- 
ence with them. That is the substance of it. I 
believe itis but paying a proper respect to the 
House for us to say we are willing to confer with 
it, assuming that the House is sull insisting upon 
the propriety of levying a tax upon the liquor on 
hand; and that it is not dignified in us to insist 


| upon this technical objection when the House by 
this article of commerce were altogether in the |! 


its subsequent vote, and the instruction it has 
given its committee of conference, has declared 
that itis in favor of still insisting upon imposing 
some kind of tax on the liquor on hand. Why 
not go into a conference with the House on the 
question? 

It may be that the form of these instructions to 


|| compel our committee to agree with them is going 


further than there is any necessity for. lam not 
speaking of the forms of our instruction; but I 
want the Senate to go into a conference with the 


|| House on the ground that the House is still in 


substance insisting upon the right to impose this 
tax upon liquors on hand. I do not know thatit 
is necessary that our committee on the part of the 
Senate should be instructed on the subject any 
further than to go intoa conference with the House 
on the understanding that the House are still in- 
sisting on the right to tax this liquor on hand. 
Then the question will come up, and the bill will 
not be Jost through any technicality, nor willany 
technical advantages be taken of the House by 
the Senate. 

Mr.COWAN. The proper way would be for 


| the House to reconsider its vote. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Perhaps the motion was 
not made at the proper time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I merely wish to say that 
the question suggested by my honorable friend 
from Wisconsin is not the question before the 
Senate. He says that he is willing to waive the 
technical objection. Well, sir, if that is all that 


| is requested, the House should have sent us this 


committee with permission to insert in the bill a 
tax of twenty cents, and not an instruction to do 
it. If we appoint a committee with permission 


| to do it, the committee of the House being in- 


structed to do it, the Senate is at a disadvantage, 
because the committee on the part of the House 
is notat liberty to act contrary to ils instructions, 
while our committee is at liberty to act as it 


pleases. Therefore we do not stand in the same 
light. If they had sent us simply their commit- 
tee with permission on the part of the House to 
insert this tax of twenty cents, the question would 
address itself fairly to the Senate whether the Sen- 
ate would give the same permission to their com- 
mittee, 









































































Mir HERMAN. ‘That is the very form 
ad y Li f Representatives. They 
do ne nimittee, 

Mr. Il ENDEN. ‘Then lam mistaken. I 
would to neal he action of the Elouse of 
tepresentat 3; read, 

Mr. SHERMAN. They simply say, as the 





| 
j 
i 
i 
| 


jud@ment of ti Liouse, that such an amendment | 
ho ] made, providing for that tax. 
Mr .NDEN. Is notthat substantially 
the m instructions? I think itis. 
Mr. COWAN I should like to ask the Sen- 
tor from Maine for information’s sake, supposing 
his be done and the committee of conference 
', Whether that report is ame ndable in this 
body 
Mr. FT ENDEN. Itisndtamendable Wi 
may t tit 
Mir. COW We must reject it in toto or 
nota 
Mr. FESSENDI Yes, 
Mii OWAN l trike i ivery strong 
1 not roduce thi prac- 
ti lt t tof t ly, when a measure 
18 | { me t to discu them 
and to ad t em, a rding to the usual form. |} 
By lopt { m extraordinary mode of 
i ome it will be establishing 
avery id practice, one that we shall hereafter | 
re { I think due to the dignity of the Sen- | 
ate to resent an interference of this kind. ‘There 
isnod rreement here ex pt from outside par- 
t If ti » Houses have agreed, what right 
h inybody else to y they disagree and insist 
that we shall reconsider our action and allow them 
to impo upon us their particular measures? 
Mr. GRIMES. Iwill i quire of the Senator 
with wl we are disagree r? 
My COW LN. I have made the same inquiry 
myself, and | am ata loss to know with what 
body we are differing [It seems we have avreed 
W e Llouse of Representatives the House 
Or rred in our action. Now, I should like to 
know wv } nat body we are disagreeing, It 
there is a third estate to be represented here, I 
hould like to know who it is, and where it is, 
d what are the lations which we hold toward | 
it exactt) | know there are partie 3 outside who 
have with both Houses; but how they 
exe >nul i tion through the medium 
of committ if conference, I cannot say. 
Per Senator from lowa can inform us 
who the third estate 1s that is dissatisfied with the 


action of both bodies. 


Mr. GRIMES. Lean only tell by the news- 


papers, to which the Senator has had the same 
act s as myself. I have had no Intercourse 
W iny of those tnside or outside parties. 

r. SHERMAN. I am very sorry to see 
an rs rest on technicalities on a plain propo- 
RILIOL Like this. ne from Pennsylvania 
say that the H e have agreed to the proposi- 


The 


nts a gallon 


House 
on spirits 


That is not so. 
proposed a tax of forty ce 


tion of the Senate. 


on hand. ‘The Senate disagreed to that. It went 
back to the House, and the He acreed that 
forty its uld not be put on spirits on hand; 
bu me time—— 

VI COWAN lL wi { k, if the Hou did 

t | as returned to them by the 
S »™ x ition of the differences 
which were referred to the committee of confer- 
‘ 

Ir. SHER MAN. Notatall. lLexplained— 

a Ser uld not have heard me—that it was 
not within the power of the House under their 
rules, and we are bound to take notice of their 
ruies, at hat stave of the bill to make a proposi- 
tion to levy a tax of twenty cents a vallon. . 

Vir. COWAN Could they not disagree? 


Vii SHER 
Mr. HE 


VAN Chev mi 
NDRICKS. 


greed, 
to ask the Sen- 


elit have disa 


llow me 


Mr. SH ERM AN. 


ator would wait until 


I would prefer that the Sen 


| get through; Senators art 


propounding questions to me on all sides. 
Mr. HE NDRIC KS. | do not wish to reply 
to the Senator, and therefore | would like him to 


answera qu Nn? 
Mr. SHERM AN, 
Senator. 
Mr. HENDRICK 


anamendmentto our 


ow. 


Well, | will answer th 

Does the Senator say that 
amendment was notin order 
n the House according to the rules of the Llous 


Ir. SHE RMAN. Not at that stage. I say 


[hat at tne tage an amendment to our amend- 
ment was notin order, because the previous ques- 
t is always called on propositions of this kind, 
which cuts off allamendments. We are bound 


to regard that. Weare bound to regard the action 
of the other House. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Was it not the House 
that called the previous qué stion? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes,sir. Now here we are, 
the Senate of the United States, in the position of 
a technical lawyer, picking at little flaws to avoid 
a plain vote. I do not think it is done for that 
purpose; but the argument looks like an attempt 
to avoid a plain vote proposition. | would 
prefer to take the vote on the direct question. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I am willing to take 


on tne 


on that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt the Sena- 
tor I have no doubt every Senator has made 
up his mind on the merits of this matter honestly 


ind fairly, and therefore | simply desire to pre- 


entthe question free from technicalities. I say 
there is nothing in the action of either House to 
prevent us from taking a fair vote onthe question 
whether we will levy a tax of twenty cents a gal- 


That is all | want. 

another matter, the Senator 
a seems to think that this is a gross 
, by the bill as it now stands, on 
this country, which have 
a duty, there is an additional duty 


lon on the rits on hand. 

Now in revard t 
from Indian 
outrace because 
imported 


) 
uid 


intlo 


oly iy yt 
aire 1) 


Cel 1 


levied of forty gallon. I say that is grossly 
unjust; that it would! wrong and outrageous for 
us to levy such a duty on imported liquors and 
not levy the same duty on domestic liquors 
When spirits are brought into this country and 
pay the duty, they ind like any other property 
of similar character; an we have no right to se- 
lect that pa ilar property because it has been 
imported and levy a new tax upon it. The bill 


now stl inds doe 


as it 
imp 


levy a tax of forty cents on 
yrted spirits, and levies no tax on domestic 


; 
Phat is 


' it< 
iFLLS,. 


unjust. 


itis pe rfectly con se tent nowasa question of 


parliamentary law for the Senate or the House to 
propose to amend the Senate amendments tn that 
particular, in regard to the tax on imported spirits. 


1 will firsts 
tax of 


niso the 


tate, however, that the House levieda 
forty cents a gallon on imported spirits, and 
same tax on domestic The Senate 
struck out the tax on imported spirits on hand. 
he House may very properly s say that they will 
agree to a tax of twenty cents on importe d spir- 


Spirits. 


itsif the Senate willagree to a tax of twe nty cents 
on domestic spirits. It would be perfectly right 
und perfectly proper to put it in that form. The 


comnittee of conference may report that amend- 
ment. But whatis the condition of affairs ina 
committee of conference, unless you instruct the 
Three Senators are selected from this 
body to represent the Senate. You cannot expect 


committee ? 


those conferees to settle the point about taxing 
spiritson hand unless they receive jnstructions 
from the Senate, and therefore it is important to 

iin the instructions of the Senate. I was a 
member of one of these committees of conference, 


| know 
the vote of 


we were constantly embarrassed by 
the Senate l wish to stand by the 
Senate until the Senate by a delibe- 


, ° } 
a ion of the 


e act revokes that action. 

Mr. CONNESS. If it will not disturb the 
Senator Ishould like to make a suggestion to him. 
Vir. SHERMAN. 1 will hear the Senator. 

Mr. CONNESS. 


I was going to suggest to 


the Senator that so far as ] am concerned I am 
entirely willing that this body shall vote on the 
in proposition whether they will consent to a 

ix of twenty cents on the stock on hand. 


ERMAN. 
ator is pre pared to vote 
Mr. CONNESS. I desire to say in that con- 
nection—t will consume no time—it is a proposi- 
tion that has never been before this body, never 


been ex: It is an important 


[ have no doubt the Sena- 
on that question. 


Mr. SH 


mite d or discussed, 
proposition, import 
to the Government, and to the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Indiana 
and the Senator from Pennsylvania have just ar- 
meee at some length that it was not only ‘consid- 
‘d here, but finally r decided, and it is beyond 
power and the } iower of the House to recon- 
ider it. ‘The Senator from California may settle 
his matter with them. 


our 
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ant in its consequences tous, | 


ae March 2 


Mr. CONNESS. It was considered in an jndj. 


rect Manner on a ‘motion made by the Sena: 





ir 
from W isconsin, butit was never discussed in thig 
body as a proposition involving the policy con- 


nected withit. The Senator knows that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I leave that ren nt 
between the Senators and will let them settle jt 
| among themselves. I say myself it has never been 
settled beyond the power of either House. The 
only reason why I ask for instructions is to re. 
lieve from embarrassment the committee of con. 
ference who may go out on the part of the Sen; ite, 
| and it is but fair and right that the Senate should 
give those instructions. This complication ha 
grown out of the action of the two Houses, and 
think it is but fair that the committee of confer. 
| ence, when appointed, should be relieved by in- 

struction or request in any form Senators may 
desife, expressing the opinion of the Senate. The 
proposition of the Senator from California and the 
proposition I have submitted will enable us to take 
a fair vote. Ifa conference is appointed without 

structions, as a matter of course the conferees 
appointed will represent the sense of the Senate, 
and that would be considered as against ’ 
on spirits on hand. If on the other hand the in- 
structions which | submit are adopted by a ma- 
jority of the Sénate, the conferees will no doubt 
be appointed with a view to carry out those instruc- 
tions. [think the question may be fairly presente i 

b y these two propositions. If the 

the Senator from California prevails ‘then wh 

is on the committee of conference will be bound to 

adhere to what is then considered the action of the 
Senate. - 

Mr. COWAN. The honorable Senator from 
Ohio talks about technicalities. He says we are 
standing on technicalities, sticking in the ! 
caviling upon the ninth part of a hair. 
not understand this question exactly in that way, 
W hat is a technicality ? A technicality is s¢ me- 
thing which has been produced by thi operation 
of arule. Is this body to have no rules? Is it 
to abandon its rules and give them up whenever 
it suits the whim or the caprice of some third es 
tate, some outside parties, to gompel us to d 
Why, sir, the essence of everything we 
that itis done according to rule; and when we 
abandon rule we abandon law, and the body wi 
have no constitution and no guidance, and may 
then do anything. 

But how is this question? A bill came here from 
the House of Representatives. We amended it, 
and sent it back to the House. The House agreed 
to that amendment. The honorable Senator says 
thatthey could notamendthatamendment. Why? 
Because the previous question was called. Who 
ealled.the previous question? The House. Wher 
the House calls the previous question, as I under- 
stand it, they mean to say, ** We will not amend; 

we do not desire to amend;”’’ and that is th rea- 
son that amendments are cut off. Then the two 
Houses concurred upon all points save three, and 
committees of conference were appoint d toa P 
just those three points. What was the duty of 
What was the limit of 
authority? To @pnsider those points of disagree- 
ment, and those alone. They had no right to con- 
sider any other point of disagreement. That w s 
not their function, and could not be. If they could 
not agree upon those points, it was their duty so 
to report; but it was not their duty to introduce 
a third element and attempt to force its passag 
through both bodies by rules not known to | 
bodies. A committee of conference, as | under- 
stand the theory of the constitution of thes 
Houses, has no right to originate any m 
Measures must originate in one of the Ho 
from the regularly constituted committees. T! 
function of the conference committee Is ¢ 
solely to the subjects of disagreement, and not to 
other amendments which they, in their judg! 


— w 


anyt 


proposit 


Tn, 


Sir, ldo 


1 
ado 1s 


those committees? 


» % . - ' ] 

micht suppose to be beneficial and for the g 4 
of the country. 
r . ¢ ° ; ‘ j 
rhen, sir, as to the main question, it |s d 


that b Vy le vying a tax of forty cents a gailon on 
whisky we there by add forty cents a gallo 
the value of the whisky; and that if we 
is but fairthat the Govergment shall share in U 

increased value. Sir, that isa most extraordinary 
argument in favor of atax,and one which [ think 
is entirely novel; at least I never remember © 
om- 


; do soi 


have heard or read of it before this debate 
Suppose that 


| menced. should not be the facts 





sup} 
vi i 
the 
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suppose that instead of conferring an increased 
yaiue of forty cents a gallon, which we compel 
the holder to pay, we only conferred an increased 
value of thirty cents per gallon. A loss of ten 
cents a gallon upon whisky, if a man has any 
considerable quantity of it, would ruin anybody. 
Gentlemen who insist upon this theory should 
also provide in it thatif the Government did not 


confer an increased value equal to the amount of 


the tax, they should compensate in some way, 
return the money, or perhaps a system of draw- 
backs would effectuate it. 

But, sir, the original proposition itself is absurd, 
iniquitous, unjust, unfair, and unequal from be- 
ginning toend. When was it ever proposed to 
ake the property of one man and tax it and ex- 
empt the property of another man, his next door 

Not, I think, in the history of the civ- 
ilized world. That is the objection to this meas- 
ure. Thatisthe place where the difficulty arises, 
and that is the stumbling-block which lies in the 
way of all measures of this kind. A invests his 
money in whisky; B invests his money in flour; 
C invests in cotton, if you please; and D invests 
Now, you select one of these com- 
modities and impose an enormous tax upon*it. 
What reason is given for this? Itis no answer 
to say it is whisky; because in the eye of the law 


neighbor? 


in tobacco. 


whisky is quite as lawfula commodity as tobacco, 
cotton, flour, or bread, if you please. Whatever 
may be the opinions with regard to it in a moral 
and religious sense, in the eye of the law it is as 
lawful to deal in the one commodity as in the 
other. 

Then it resolves down simply to the question, 
whether you can Selecta certain number of people 
and a certain kind of property, and out of that 
property levy enormous taxes. ‘The salvo pro- 
posed, the apology offered is, that we confer an 
additional value upon it. ‘The holder says, ** That 
may be, or It may not be; but my fortune is not 
to be hazarded by these experiments of yours in 
that way, especially when my next door neigh- 
bor is not subjected to the same risks. I have no 
right to run this hazard without having the same 
hazard imposed uponall my neighbors.”’? ‘Then, 
as | said a moment ago, suppose that this fact as- 
sumed here and made the basis of the argument, 
should not turn out to be a fact at all; then ruin 
ensues inevitably. 

Mr. President, [ am not prepared to say what 
would be the result of the practical operation of 
abillof this kind. Inmy own judgmentit would 
be utterly impracticable. I suppose no free people 
would submit toit foramoment. I suppose that 
the common sense of all civilized people would at 
once detect its injustice and itsenormity, if I may 
use the phrase, and [ think I may properly. 

It so happens, however, in legislation of this 
kind, that it opens the door to speculations. Itis 
utterly impossible to prevent that. No human 
foresight or wisdom can prevent it. When it is 
proposed to tax an article everybody knows that 
the tax, ifimpesed, will make the commodity rise, 
and therefore men eager for gain—and I do not 
know that that is a crime or an offense—invest 
their money in it. The object of this proposed 


measure is to endeavor to punish that class of | 
When we proposed an additional tax of 


men, 
forty cents on whisky, whisky rose, because 
everybody wanted to have it, and everybody 
wanted to buy it, and a great many people did 
buy it. Now, theallegation is thatthat was wrong, 
wicked, a speculation, and that we must do this 
extraordinary thing in order to correct that evil, 


Sir, the attempt would be as vain as the proced- | 


ure would be unjust. 

This kind of speculation will occur, and occur 
always under like circumstances. It is as per- 
fectly fair and as legitimate as it would be, when 
we were about to impose an additional! tariff, for 
the holders of imported goods to retain them in 
their possession until that additional duty was 
levied so that they could get the additional profit. 
This is a perfectly analogous case. We impose 
a tariff, if you please, of a dollar upon a specific 
article; say a hat for the sake of illustration. A 
large number of hats are imported, and a large 
number of hats are on hand; and then it is in fur- 
ther contemplation of the legislature to levy an 
additional tax of adollar on hats. Has any Gov- 
eroment, levying an additional dollar upon im- 
pe ried hats, ever undertaken to*go around and 
ievy also an additional dollar on, the hats on hand? 


! 
ement to it, by adding at 


Certainly not; because-the hats on hand 
+ 


have 


fallen into the reneral mass of property in posse 8- 
sion, and if it is to taxed, e taxation ought 
¢o be uniform and equal, fallis lil 


ju Pe ona l alike, and 


in no other way can 

The PRESIDING 
the chair.) The qu to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Cali- 


it be justly levied, 
OFFICER, (Mr. Crark in 
s10On 18 On Agreeing 
fornia to the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Ohio. : 

Mr. RAMSEY. Whatis the amendment? I 
should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment is to strike out 
Senator from Ohio 
and to insert: 


The amend- 
ill of the resolution of the 
after the word * resolved,”’ 





That the Senate disagree to the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of yesterday’s date, proposing instruc 
tions to the conte: , and ask another free conference on 
the disagreeing vot two Houses on the bill of the 
House No. 122, to increase the internal revenue, and for 
oller purposes, 


Mr. DOOLITTLE 


on that amet 


» the vote is taken 


nish to move 


amend- 
the end the following 


an 


words: 

And upon the agreeing votes tpon 
instruction of the Llouse in relation to 

That will enable them to co 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will beon theamendmenttothe amendmentofiered 
by the Senator from California. 

Mr. CONNESS. ‘The matter proposed to be 
taken into consideration by the conference com- 


the re 
said bill. 


solution of 


nfer upon the whole 


mittees of the two Houses, by the proposition of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, is not original mat- 
‘or matter that can properly go before them at 
all. The gut stion that would be propounded by 
each to the other would be, not what points are 
in dispute between the two bodies, but what shall 
the form of | We have 
no right to consider a proposition of that kind. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Lam not sure that Il know 


what the question before the Senate is, and I rise 


ezislation of each body be ? 


for tle purpose of making the inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate is on the amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Suppose the amendment to 
that amendment be adopted, and the whole be 
adopted afterwards, what will be the power of the 
committee of conference? Can they report a bill 
taxing the whisky on hand? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Chair they might do it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then [ am opposed to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis nota ques- 
tion of order, however, for the Chair to decide. 

Mr.CONNESS. The form of the question be- 
fore the Senate at present is, first, a resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Ohio that the Senate 


In the opinion 


appoint a committee of conference and instruct 
that committee to agree to a tax of twenty cents 
upon the stock on hand, , 

Mr. JOHNSON. So [ understand. 

Mr. CONNESS. To that | moved an 
amendment striking outall of that resolution sub- 
stantially and recommending that the Senate ap- 


nave 


pointacommitt e of free conference to consult with 
a like committee of the House de novo upon the 
que stion of disarreement between the tw o be di 

To that proposition the Senator from Wisconsin 
moves to add that that committee of free confer- 
ence thus appointed shall also take into consid- 
eration whether each 
mittee or not. 


body will instruct its com- 
I say that the latter is clearly not 
a subj ct for us to vote upon, be cause the Se nate 
may not be called upon in this manner to determ- 
ine whether they will instruct their ¢ 
do anything. If they desire to instruct their-com- 
mittee they may do it, they have the power, but 
they are not called'upon here properly to take a 
vote as to whether the V shall do that or not. 
Mr. SHERMA N. [ wish to ask the Senator 
from Wisconsin this question: the instructions 
of the House are 


ymmittee to 


to their own conferees, and now 


the Senator from California asks the Senate to 
disagree to the instructions which the House 
chooses to give to its own conferees. 

Mr. CONNESS. No; I beg the Senat r’s 


pardon. There is somebody at fault; and | think 
it is not myself. The Sefator from Ohio has 


stated the case on the partof the LIouse « orrectly; 
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and upon that state of facts the Senator from Ohio 





moves a resolution that t Senate also instruct 
e committee of this body to assent the prop- 
sition of the Flouse, to agree to a tax of twenty 


cents on the *k on hand 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will simply say to 


Senator from California t 


the 
tmy proposruion does 
not relate to the instruciions given to the House 
committee, 

Mr. CONNESS. TL understand that perf. ctly; 
but he asks us to give like instructions 
committee, to which I am opposed. IT move to 
Strike that out, and to appoint a new commit 
If the nt to that, 
it willgo back to the House, and the question 
then for the House to consider will be, whether 
they will recede from the instructions they have 
riven to theire 
point a 


to our 


tee 


of free conference. Senate asse 


mmimittee. If they recede and ap- 
{ » we meet 


committee of free conference 
If they do not, | suppose the 


again and confer. 
bill will be lost. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
in this way. I will 
amendment of the Senator fr 


I wil 


call for 


| wet at the question 

a divi the 
m California, and 
let the question first be taken upon striking out, 
That will raise the The Sena- 
tor moves to strike out the instructions contained 
in my } ion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will inform the Senator 
to strike out and to insert is not divisible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willask the Senator from 
Wisconsin whether that would not be the better 


ion of 


question directly. 


ropostt 
The Chair 
from Oho that a motion 


way, to take the question first on the motion to 
strike out the in 
directly on the subject. 

Mr. CONNESS. I do not know why the Sen- 


ator 


structions, and letus have a vote 


ant 
mnen 


I think the 
ate now so fully understand it that | do not care 
in what form the question is presented | 


Ie 


to have th 


T 


his proposition first; but really 


should wish question on 


sen 


am 
iken 
sition of the Senator to instruct our 
committee, for | feel assured that the 
not vote for that proposit ut the 
which is now betore the Senate, the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin, seems 
to have been lost sight of. ‘That, lL say, is 
and novel one, unheard of by me before. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the 
from California thatif my mot shall fail, I 
shall have no objection to voting upon his prop- 


perfectly willing that the question shall be t 
on the propo 
Senate will 


Ions proposition 


Aa new 


Sen itor 


osition, because then there will be no other co 
left. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. 


nia, it seems 


irse 


My friend from Califor- 
to me, must take one of two post- 
tions: either that the resolution of the House of 
Senate to be disa- 
creed to or concurred in, or that it 1s not before 
the Senate at all. 
is here and 


Representatives is before the 


The Senator assumes that it 
moves that the Senate 
Very well; what is my proposition? If 


disagree to it, 


we do 


disagree to it, it is something pr nding between 


the two Houses that | want this committee of con- 
; . 
If there is 


ference to settle, 
either 


not 


any resolution 
here, we cannot 
Lo it. 

Mr. CONNESS. Will the Senator permit me 
to call his attention to the fact that | ass 


concur in it or disagree 


ume Hottie. 


ing? There 1s a resolution before this body ib- 


mitted by the Senator from Ohio, to which Ll have 
move dan amendme i 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. But in the amendment 
the Senator assumes to say that the Senate disa- 
rrees to a certain re solution of the House of Re p- 
resentatives. If that resolution is not here » we 
have nothing to do with it if the resolution is 
here, and we disarvree to it, I want the committee 
of co ifere nce whit h is to be ipointed to ¢ n- 


creement my amendment 


ition of the Hou of Rept itatives 


’ "+1 9 
y thatin the judgment of the House a tax 
j ' lofe ‘ 
( l pont I ind ot Vel 
i vi po i y 
tsagallo Phe Senator from California rioves 
hat this body disagree to that resolution. 


Mr. CONNESS. No. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I so read it. 


Mr. CONNESS. I'hat not the state of the 


question at ‘ I knew that the Senator from 
Wisconsin did not understand the hapein which 
this question w before the Senat: | } ve Te- 
peated to him that | do not offt ranvoamendn it 
to the resolution of the Hlou of R ents 
lives, but that Ll offer an amendment to the reso- 
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lution of the Senator from Ohio—a Senate reso- 
And yet the Senator from Wisconsin 
iterates and re iterates that I offer an amendment 
to a proposition comme from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 1 will correct himself in 
that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am not sure now that | 
understand what will be the question before the 
Senate if either of the propositions should be 
adopted. I understand that the message of the 
House of Representatives states that they have 
appointed a committee of conference and have 
instructed their committee to propose a tax of a 
certain amount on jiquors on hand. If thatis to 
be considered as in the form of a resolution pro- 


lution. 


hope he 


posed by the other House, it is to be disposed of 


by the Senate either by affirming it, acceding -to 
it, or by rejecting it, or by modifying it. 

Mr.CONNESS. Will the Senator call for the 
reading of the proposiuons as they stand before 
the Senate? If he does, | know he will under- 
stand precisely what they mean. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I think I understand them. 

Now suppose, Mr. President, the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from California to the 
yrroposition of the Senator from Ohio 1s accepted 
by the Senate; he proposes that we should ap- 
point what he calls a general free conference; and 
suppose the House of Representatives abandon 
the proposition which they have sent to us and 
accede toa free conference, what will be the power 
of that free conference? 

Mr. CONNESS. To consider the propositions 
which divide beth Houses. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That I understand. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Ma- 
ryland allow me to answer that question ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have had two confer- 
ences, and there have been disagreements, and if 
a free conference is again ordered, according to the 
proposition of the Senator from California, we 
shall have the same dispute over again just as cer- 
tain as fate. There is no doubt about it in my 
judgment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What I meant further to ask 
was whether that free conference can agree thata 
tax shall be levied upon the liquor on hand. I 
suppose they can withoutinstructions. Wehave 


had two of them already, and the second confer- || 


ence have been unable to agree upon that point 
and only upon that point. If 1 was a member of 
that committee of conference, I should like to 
know, after the action of the Senate on the sub- 
ject, whether the Senate would consider the com- 
mittee as authorized to abandon the ground which 
the Senate has heretofore taken, abandon the 
ground which the antecedent conferences have 
taken, and adoptanother, the one which the House 
of Representatives now proposes, that is tosay, 
to levy a tax of twenty cents a gallon upon tne 
amount of spirits on hand. 

W hether the one or the other is done we shall 
have precisely the same question before us after 
that committee shall have reported as we have 
now; and in the mean time if we shall come finally 
to the determination which I think the Senate at 


least at present are inclined to adhere to, that no | 


liquor on hand shall be taxed, the Government 
will be losinga large amount, an amount propor- 
tioned to what shall be the tax upon thé quantity 


of liquor that may be made, and is no doubt being 


now rapidly made between to-day and the day | 


when the subject shall be disposed of, 

Mr. CONNESS. 
ator from Maryland and also the Senator from 
Ohio I will withdraw my proposition, and let the 
vote be taken. As I before observed I have very 
little doubt as to whatthe vote of the Senate will 
be now upon the direct proposition of taxing the 
stock on hand twenty cents. Therefore at pres- 
ent | withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in 
the chair.) The amendment of the Senator from 
California being withdrawn the question recurs 


on the original resolution offered by the Senator | 


from Ohio. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I should like to inquire of the 


Senator from Ohio what amount of revenue he 








Atthe suggestion of the Sen- || 
i 


estimates that a tax of twenty cents a gallon on | 


liquor on hand will produce. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


swer that question, because gentlemen differ so 
much as to the stock on hand. 


It is difficult for me to an- 
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| speculators and who are not. 


| considerations that govern my mind in this case 
; are these: How much tax can we get? Is it worth 


| every package of this article wherever it may be 
| found, and to make enemies for this Government 


— —jy— 


| our Government will be the same, while the rev- 


| generally to follow the lead of committees, and I 


. ——— 

Mr. RAMSEY. What is the Senator’s im- 
pressicn from the best information the committee | 
had before them ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that the 
stock on hand is about forty millions. That is 
just about the average between the two extremes, | 
but | cannot say that it is the exact quantity. 

Mr. RAMSEY. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. Forty million gallons. 
That would yield $8,000,000. 1 will not be posi- | 
tive about the quantity. It is estimated variously 
from twenty to eighty million gallons. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I have been informed that 
large holders of liquor were willing to compromise 
on this tax of twenty cents. For the life of me, I 
cannot see why the Senate can afford to throw 
away this amount of revenue for the sake of ac- 
commodating speculators. 

Mr. CONNESS. This last remark of the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota demands notice. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I mean of course speculators 
out of doors. 

Mr. CONNESS. Butthere is contained in the 
Senator’s remark the suggestion that action here, 
by the Senate or by a Senatorcan be based upon || 
the interests of what are called speculators. I 
undertake to say that that thing is impossible. 
We do not know in our legislation here who are 
We do not know 
who hold or who do not hold this property, this 
commodity that is to be subject to taxation. The | 


the effort to obtain it? Shall the Government vio- 
late a great principle, upon which it has always 
proceeded heretofore, to obtain a comparatively 
small amount of money? Shall we say that our 
tax collectors and assessors throughout this coun- | 
try shall be increased perhaps five-fold to hunt up 


wherever it is to be found at a time like this? 

These are the questions, or a part of them, that 
affected my mind in dealing with this proposition; 
and I say here before I take my seat, that | would 
vote a great deal more readily for a tax of forty 
cents a gallon upon the stock on hand than fora 
tax of twenty cents. The more you reduce the 
tax the less revenue you will obtain; but the ma- || 
cliinery, the agencies that you employ to collect it 
will be the same in number; the degree of enmity 
that you will create among the people will be the 
same; the fact that you will make a smuggler out 
of every man who holds a gallon of whisky in 
the country will exist, while the amount to be 
obtained as the result of this effort on the part of 
ublic agents will be, as a matter of course, one 
oiied ver cent, less. 

How pemesens can be in favor of taxing the 





Forty million gallons? | 
| 


OBE. 





stock on hand at twenty cents as a mere matter 
of compromise, and against taxing it forty cents, 
I cannot understand and see, in the face of the fact 
that the expenses of collection will be the same, 
the enmity created throughout the county against 


enue to be received will necessarily be one half 
the amount. 

It is considerations of this kind, Mr. President, 
that affect my mind. I have no sympathy with 
either whisky or whisky dealers. It is a mere 
question of opinion as to whether it is wise or 
unwise. I have said that | believed it unwise; 
that is the best conclusion of my judgment; and 
therefore I have opposed inflicting this tax. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, Il am disposed 


voted the other day with the Committee on Finance 
against taxing liquors on hand. But the House 
of Representatives with great persistency has in- 
sisted upon taxing liquors on hand, and I shall 
vote to secure a tax of twenty cents a gallon upon 
the whisky now on hand,and I shall do so on the 
principle of equity and justice. 

We propose by our legislation—it is what was 
expected of us—to tax whisky forty cents a gal- 
lon additional. I think the tax ought to be at 
leasta dollar a gallon, and it could be fixed at that 
rate withoutany harm to the interests of the coun- 
try; but we have settled upon an increase of forty 
cents a gallon, and it will increase the price of the 
article to the people nearly or quite that amount. 
We putthis tax, not upon whisky manufacturers, 
butupon the people of this country, who have to 
poy the tax. If there be forty million gallons on 
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hand and we tax it an additional forty cents q 
gallon, there is a tax of $16,000,000, not to be 
paid by the whisky manufacturers, but by the 
whisky drinkers, the people of the country. 

It is proposed to tax the liquor on hand twenty 
cents a gallon; why? If you tax it forty cents 
some persons who have engaged in that business 
or who have speculated in it will lose money, 
Some dealers have boughtatagreatadvance. A 
tax of twénty cents per gallon on the article on 
hand does not add anything to the cost of it to 
the people; not a farthing. 

Itisasked, why select this article alone for tax- 
ation? If youhaveany other article or any num- 
ber of articles upon which you propose to puta 
duty of thirty, forty, or fifty per cent. additional, | 
would tax those articleson hand. Whois harmed 
byit? Suppose you were to put an increased tax 
upon dry goods, upon tobacco, petroleum, any- 
thing and everything in the country, of forty, fifty, 
or one hundred per cent., you would cause a great 


advance in the price of the article taxed. There 


| would be no harm at all in the present needs of 


this country by taxing all these articles on hand, 
and I would vote for such taxation most cheer- 
fulty. You need the money, the country needs 
the money to save itself; the mass of the people 
have to pay it, and itis quite as equitable and 
just that the Government should have part of the 
profit as it is that the persons who hold the arti- 
cles and who are to be profited by our legislation 
should get it all. Sir, if | were a merchant—— 


Mr. COWAN. Let me ask the Senator from 


|| Massachusetts, suppose the speculator makes a 


very large sum, as he alleges he will in this 
case 

Mr. WILSON. 
lators. 

Mr. COWAN. But in the case of a whisky 
dealer who gets a large profit by the rise, does 
not the Government get a fair share of his profit 
through its income tax? If he makes $100,000, 





I am not speaking of specu- 


| does not the Government get its share through 
the income tax? 


Mr. WILSON. No doubtof that. Merchants 
do not suffer by this taxation. If 1 were a mer- 
chant | should regard the increase of the taxes on 
articles that I dealtin as an additional opportunity 
to make money instead of losing. I say that nine- 
teen twentieths of the business portion of the 
country have made money out of this system of 
internal taxation. Nineteen twentieths of the 
manufacturers and merchants make money ont 
of tariffs whenever you raise the duties, and out 
of internal duties. The price of articles of com- 
merce must be increased by the increased taxa- 
tion. 

Mr.CONNESS. Will the Senator permit me? 
I submit to him, if he is stating the general rule 
correctly, whether we had not better go on and 
inflict a taxation of a thousand or two thousand 
per cent. all around, so as to make everybody very 
rich. 

Mr. WILSON. I am speaking of reasonable 
taxation put upon both goods imported and goods 
manufactured. We proposea large duty on whiis- 
ky. It will carry the price of the article up im- 
mensely; therefore we can afford to tax it on hand 
because we shall get a large revenue. You tax 
manufacturers three per cent.; suppose you add 
two or three per cent., the inorease is very litile. 
Ifit was thirty, forty, or fifty percent. 1 would cer- 
tainly tax the articles on hand at least during the 
war, buttwo or three per cent. makes a very small 
advance. Suppose you double the duties on the 
manufactured articles now three per cent., you 
will carry the goods up, we will say three per 
cent. oralittlemorethanthat. A tax of three per 
cent. on all the articles of the country amounts 
to something, but the difficulty of collection is n- 
creased. I do not know that I would apply this 
tax to articles on which we made so small anad- 
vance, but 1 believe our duty is to raise money 
by taxation, and to raise it upon such articles as 
will bear the taxation. | believe that a great deal 
of our difficulty grows out of the fact that we have 
nottaxed enough. Instead of three per cent. tax- 
ation, it ought to be double or treble in the present 
exigencies of the country, for three dollars can be 
paid by the people now in taxation easier than 
one dollar can be paid immediately after this con- 
testis over. The country never enjoyed such 
apparent materml prosperity as now. The land 
is full of money, goods are going up, marked up 
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almost every day, and the more they advance the 
more eager the people are to purchase. The people 
now can bear taxation. If we had raised four or 
five hundred million dollars by taxation on our 
neuple during the past two years, we should have 
saved to the Government and the people hundreds 
of millions of dollars. 


ernment and the people, and puta great debt upon 


the country without any benefit to ourselves. | 
Taxation would have kept down gold and checked 


speculation, and large taxation alone will check 
the wild speculation that feeds on increasing issues 
of paper money. 
Mr. CONNESS. 
Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 
Mr. CONNESS. I understand the Senator to 


assert as a principle that the country is very much 


Will the Senator permit me? 


richer now than it was before this war began. Is | 


that what the Senator means? 

Mr. WILSON. 
cisely what | mean. 
period of the history of the United States did the 
people of the country, capitalists, laboring men, 


and business men,earn so much money, have so | 


We have issued paper, | 


inflated prices, increased the expenses of the Gov- || money, to inflate prices, and put a debt on the 


| country without any benefit to the Government 


L will tell the Senator pre- | 
I mean to say that in no | 
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I give itas my judgment, and I believe that nine- 
teen twenteths of the business men of the coun- 
try agree in the opinion, that the Government has 


not taxed so strongly as it ought to have done, 


| that we have not raised so much of our expend- 


itures as we ought to have raised from taxation, 
and that the effect has been to increase paper 


or the people. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then we cannot be grow- 
ing rich, 

Mr. WILSON. We are growing nominally 
rich. I do not mean to say that upona gold stand- 
ard we are growing rich; but that measured by 
your legal-tender notes we are growing rich. I 
mean to say further that the laboring men of the 
country, the mechanics, the farmers, the mass of 
our people, never had so much money, never 
earned it with so few hours of labor, never paid 
their debts so promptly, and never had so good 
credit as they have now. Everybody knows this. 


| Go anywhere you please; go to dry goods mer- 


chants; go to the corner groceries, and ask the 
dealers in the luxuries or the necessaries of life how 


VOT 
it there just as well as anywhere. As the Sena- 
tor from Ohio says, it will bring the question back 
here again. Of course it will bring it back here 
againif the other House do not agree to the prop- 
osition. 

Mr. CONNESS. Cet me say to the Senator 
from Indiana that my desire is twofold: to come 
to a vote, and not to divide gentlemen who agree 
on the main proposition. I hope there will be no 
objection to allowing me to withdraw my amend- 


| ment, 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Very well; I will not 
object if the Senator wishes to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to the withdrawal of the amend- 
ment. The question now is on the resolution of- 
fered by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CONNESS. On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 15, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Harris, Howard, Morrill, 


| Ramsey, Sherman, Wilkinson, and Wilson—15, 


NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Clark, Conness, 


much money, pay their debts so promptly, pay 
their taxation so easily, or live—lI will not say so 
extravagantly—butso well. You may travel the 
loyal States from one end to the other, you may | 


Cowan, Davis, Fessenden, Harding, Henderson, Hendricks, 
Howe, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, 
Nesmith, Pomeroy, Powell, Saulsbury, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Van Winkle, Wade, Willey, and Wright—25. 


So the resolution offered by Mr. Suerman was 


they are paid, and they will tell you that they sell 
more to poor laboring fumilies now than at any 
other period, that they pay more promptly, and || 
that if they want credit it is given more freely 


go into your corner groceries, you may goto your 
dry goods dealers, and they will tell you they 
never sold so much for cash; that the mass of the 
people never earned or spentso much money, were 
never so well off, never paid so promptly; that 
they never lost so fewdebts. The jeweler never 
sold so much jewelry as now; the dry goods mer- 
chant never sold so costly goods as now; the ex- 
travagance of the people was never so great as 
now. 





than at any other period of our history. Every- 
body knows this to be true. It is so all over the 
country, and what I mean to say and all | mean 
to say 1s that we have an apparent prosperity, im- 
mense enterprise, immense industry, high prices 
for labor, a great deal of money in circulation. | 


think we ought to increase our taxation and pay || 


at least one third of our annual expenses by tax- 
ation, foreign and domestic. Thaj, in my judg- 
ment, is the duty we owe the country. The tend- 


| othe 


rejected. 


Mr. CONNESS. I now movethe adoption of 
the first proposition that I before offered asa sub- 


| stitute, preceding it with the word * resolved ,’” 


in this form: 


Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the resolution of 
the House of Representatives of yesterday’s date proposing 
instructions to the conferees, and ask another tree confer 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(Hf. B. No. 122) to increase the internal revenue, and for 
purposes. 


Mr.GONNESS. Will the Senator permit me 
to ask him briefly to state his ¢pinion how all this 
prosperity has occurred, why it has occurred ? 

Mr. WILSON. I will tell you, sir, why and 
how it has occurred. The reason is that Con- 


ency is to expansion, inflation, speculation, and || 
this tendency can only be checked by increas- 
ing our resources and using our credit moderately. 
This is clear to the comprehension of the country, | . . . 

I > n'TY> |) the Senate and House of Representatives on this 
and I believe the interests of the country and the || 


Mr. GRIMES. Isa motion for the indefinite 
postponement of the whole subject in order? It 
is evident that there can be no agreement between 


gress has not taxed the people and raised money, 
and paid the expenses of the war as we went 
along. We have created an immense debt, filled 
the country and flooded the country with paper 
money, inflated prices, and stimulated specula- 
tion, extravagance,and luxury. And this policy 
has cost the people hundreds of millions more to 
live than it would if we had taxed them heavily, 
and it has cost them millions more to support the 
war. 

Mr. CONNESS. 


I asked the Senator how all 
these riches came. 


He answers me that it 1s be- 


cause the Government have not taxed enough. 


Then I propose to him that we tax less still, so 
that the country may become richer. If every- 
body can become rich in that way, it is clearly 
our duty to impose as little taxation as possible. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam very willing the Senator 
shall express these views if he entertains them. I 
am speaking of the stimulating effects upon all 
interests of this enormous issue of paper money, 
this creation of an immense national debt. Of the 
effects of this increase of debt, this issue of paper, 
I know something. 

Mr. CONNESS. That is apparent. 

Mr. WILSON. I know something of the ef- 
fects of this issue of paper money, this use of the 
national credit upon the business of the country 
and the people of the country, and the Senator 
knows it quite as well as | do— 

Mr. CONNESS. I think so, too, and better. 

Mr. WILSON. I will admit that Senator’s 
superior*knowledge of all things that may arise 
in the Senate. 

Mc. CONNESS. No; on that proposition. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator knows full well 
that we have in circulation a vast mass of paper 
money. He knows what the price of gold is. He 
Knows why gold has gone up. He knows that 
it gues up under the issue of paper money and the 
borrowing of money to carry on the war. The 
position I take is that if we could have raised 
forty or fifty per cent. of our expenditures by tax- 
ation, the Government would have purchased its 
articles hundreds of millions of dollars cheaper 
than it has done, and the people could live hun- 
dreds of millions annually cheaper than they are 
doing. I would rather pay ten per cent. on an 
income taxation than pay thirty or forty per cent. 
advanee in the price of all the necessaries of life. 











reason of the people demand increased taxation. 
Taxation will bring down the price of gold, and 
tend to steady the business affairs of the country. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Mr. President, | might be 
disposed and even somewhat inclined to reply to 
the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts 
on the general subject of taxation, and the pro- 


priety of changing the rule which is now advo- | 


cated by some, to explain the reason of the large 
amount of money required, the necessity for rais- 
ing money, and why I think mistakes which have 


been committed require that money should be || 
raised, and to state the reasons for a change. of 
But as those remarks may as well be 


policy. 
made upon some other occasion, and as I feel ex- 
ceedingly anxious that we should have a vote on 


this bill, I shall cheerfully abstain from making | 


those remarks if it is possible to get a vote on the 
uestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CONNESS. Upon further consideration 
I will submit this as a substitute for the resolu- 
tion, which contains the Senator’s proposition 
and the alternative: 


The Senate do not agree to a further conference upon | 
the House bill No. 122in the manner proposed by the House | 


of Representatives, but do agree to a further free confer 
ence upon the differences between the two Houses upon 
the said bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Califor- 
nia to the resolution of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CONNESS. 
and nays. 

The yeas nnd nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
that will only bring the action back here again. 

Mr. CONNESS. 
I will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can be with- 
drawn only by unanimous consent, the yeas and 
nays having been ordered. Is there objection? 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I think we may as well 


meet the question on the proposition of the Sena- 
It meets it squarely. | 


tor from California as not. 
The Senate just says to the House, ‘* We will not 


agree to a strict conference, but we will agree to | 


a free conference ’? It seems to me we can meet 


| that is in order. 





On that I call for the yeas | 


I simply wish to say that | 


Well, to facilitate the vote, | 





subject, and 1 think therefore we had better let 
the matter drop, and let the House of Represent- 
atives originate a new bill to cover the whole 


| subject. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair 
understand the Senator to make that motion? 

Mr. GRIMES. I make the motion if it be in 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved by 
the Senator from lowa that the whole subject be 
indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I doubt very much whether 
This is a report of a committee 
of conference, which ought to be acted upon di- 
rectly. 

Mr. GRIMES. I understand from gentlemen 
around me that my motion is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 


no doubt that the motion is inorder. The ques- 


| tion is on the motion to postpone indefinitely the 


further consideration of the whole subject. 
ryr S 
The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


The question 


| recurs on the adoption of the resolution offered 


by the Senator from California, [Mr. Conness.] 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move to amend that by 


adding: 


And upon the disagreeing votes upon the resolution of 


| instructions of the House in relation to said bill. 


The resolution offered by the Senator from Cal- 


| ifornia is that we disagree to the resolution of the 
| House of Representatives. I desire not only that 


we have a free conference on the disagreeing votes 
on the bill, but on the disagreement upon this res- 
olution which expresses the judgment of the 
House of Representatives in relation to the bill; 
and I want to know whether, when that House 
is struggling to go to a conference on that ques- 
tion, we are unwilling to confer with them, but 
will stand on a mere technicality. 

Mr. CONNESS. The Senate have alread y de- 


| cided that question. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Allow me to reply to the 
honorable gentleman by saying that the Senate 
have not decided that question. The Senate have 
just voted on the question of instructing our com- 
mittee to go for twenty cents taxation. 

Mr. CONNESS. Well, let us come to a vote. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The propositions are en- 


tirely distinct. This is simply a proposition of 
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cation. That is the principle. You say that by 
your legislation an additional value is given to a 


ceftain commodity, and you say the man who 
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$50,000,000; they are worth that. Why do you 


vy six per cent. on the 
bonds? 


not go to work and k 
holders of those 
€6,000,000, or $12,000,000 some say, by under- 
taking duty from the holders of 
whisky. You can get $30,000,000 if you will levy 
that tax upon the holders of the bonds. And 
thing to be You 
1t the bonds; you can find them; 
know ¢ xactly where to look for the 
wl is] y. You can ret hold of all the bonds; you 
will get hold of but a very small share of the 
whisky; not all you will want. - 
l vote against the whole 


to sane ak } 


to collect this 


there is another considered. 
know who has ex 


y udo hot 


I desire 
! tfully, but I do think we have con- 
tended over this question a great deal longer than 
becomes the Li islature of the United States. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the Senat 


enterprise, 


had enough of whisky to-day. I therefore move 
that we do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Several Senators. Oh,no. Let us take this 
vote. 

‘The motion was not agree d to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
{[Mr. Doouirt se. } 
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| 
| 
| 


You say you can get | 


has | 


March 2. 
Mr. HOLMAN. What is the amount th 
appropriates ? 
The SPEAKER. Forty thousand dollars, 
Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. It is very import 


at it 


| ant that the bill should be passed at once, and [| 
| hope the gentleman from New York will not 





is to be expended, 


‘The amendment was rejected; and the question || 


recurring on the resolution of Mr. Connegss, it 


| was ugreed to, 


The Vice President was authorized to appoint 
the third committee of conference on the part of 
the Senate; and he appointed Mr. Suerman, Mr. 
Criark, and Mr. Henpricks. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill from the House of Representatives 
(No. 51) to establish a Bureau of Freedmen’s 
Affairs was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the select committee on slavery and freedmen. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was arcreed to; and after some time 
spent in executive session, the doors were re- 


opened, and the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 2, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer by 
the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CHAMPLAIN CANAL. 


Mr.GRISWOLD, by unanimous consent, sub- | 


mitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
requested to inquire as to the importance and expediency 
of enlarging the Champlain canal, in the State of New 
York, for the passage 
the tide-waters of the Hudson river to Lake Champlain, 
and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I do not know, 
Speaker, whether Congress will deem it advisa- 
ble to take definite action on projects of this char- 
acter at its present session, If they should, it 
can, [ think, be demonstrated that no one pos- 
sesses stronger claims to their consideration than 


of armed and naval vessels from | 


Mr. | 


the one alluded to in this resolution, viewed ina | 


military or commercial light. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
PROTECTION OF OVERLAND EMIGRANTS. 
Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. 
mous consent of the 
Speaker’s table bill of the Senate No. 140, to pro- 
vide for the protection of overland emigration to 


| the States and Territories of the Pacific, in order 


that it may be acted on at once, 
Mr. BROOKS. 


l ask the unani- | 
House to take from the | 


It seems to me that that bill | 
should go to some committee. 


object. 
Mr. BROOKS. If western gentlemen have had 
their attention drawn to this question and do not 


| object, [ will not object. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill ought to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not object to the bill 
being brought before the House. 

The bill was then taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and read a first and second time by its title, 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I nowask unani- 
mous consent of the House to consider and pass 
the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to inquire as to the 
amountof appropriation made for this purpose at 
last Congress. 

Mr. HIGBY. Mr. Speaker, there is a para- 
mount object why this bill should be acted on 
now, whether it take more or less time. Lezgis- 
lation’, | presume, is made to be suited to times 
and circumstances. If any appropriation is to be 
made in this case it should be made immediately, 
as emigration will commence in the latter part of 
this month, or in the early part of next month. 
As to the merits of the bill Ll have nothing to say; 
but L simply mention the fact that if there is to 
be any suck legislation it should be had now. It 
will be unavailing if not acted on immediately, 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ trust thatsome gentleman 
familiar with the subject will give information to 
the House as to the manner in which this money 

: ele Sgt a 

Mr. HUBBARD, oflowa. This bill proposes 
to make an appropriation for the protection of 
emigrant trains to the States and Territories of the 
Pacific. Itis to provide military escorts for those 
emigrant trains crossing the plains. Itis import- 
ant that action shall be had on it immediately. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to know how the 
money is to be expended. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. Itis to be expended 
under direction of the Secretary of War by pro 


| viding military escorts for the emigrant trains. 


| two regiments stationed in Utah. 





These trains have to pass through an Indian coun- 
try of six or eight hundred miles inextent. The 
whole route is also infested with robbers and high- 
waymen at the present time. A similar appro- 
priation of $30,000 was made at each of the last 
two sessions. This bill provides an additional 
appropriation of $10,000 for anotherroute. The 
emigrants are now getting ready to start, and it 
is of the utmost importance that they be protected. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Will the gentleman from lowa 
also state the factthata number of emigrants from 
his own district have been murdered this sum- 
mer? 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. Thatis so. No 
less than seventeen men, with several women and 
children, were murdered in one company coming 
from the gold mines of Idaho to the States. Un- 
less prote ction is afforded, hundr« ds of emigran 3 
will probably be murdered on these routes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lL understand that there are 
Cannot they 
be used for the purpose of furnishing, to some 
extent, this protection? These troops were not, 
I believe, stationed there last year, but have been 
sent there within the last twelve months. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. These tfops may 
lfe used to some extent, but there is aregion of be- 
tween six and eight hundred miles, between the 
Missouri river and Utah, on which emigrants 
must be protected, and also on the route to Idaho. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the coy 
sideration of the bill at this time? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOYD. J] would inform the gentleman 
from Iowa that there is nowa bill on this subject 
pending before the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs; and the committee will soon be prepared to 
report. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. 


that bill. I move the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ardered; and under its operation 
the bill was read the third time, and passed. 


This is a copy of 


Aly aes: 












1864. 


Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa, moved to recon- 
ier the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
o moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


81 






































































‘+r motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
vil. HARDING asked and obtained leave of 


for his colleague, Mr. Griper, called 
yme on account of sickness in his family. 


‘ ce 
hi 
MISSOURI POLITICS. 
'_ Mr. McCLURG. I risé for the purpose of 
' asking unanimous consent to address the House 
for one hour. I merely wish to reply to the per- 
sonal attacks made in the speeches of my col- 
league from the sixth district [Mr. Kine } and my 
colleague from the first district, [Mr. Brarr.] 1 
have been unable from the press of business to 
get the flooratan earlierday. I hope consent will 
bye rranted. 
Mr. J.C. ALLEN and others objected. 
PERCENTAGE ON COMMUTATIONS. 
Mr. COFFROTH, by unanimous consent, of- 
fered a resolution, which was read, considered, 
and agreed to, requiring the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to inquire into the expediency of pre- 
a bill, establishing a percentage on the 
amount of salaries to be paid to the collectors in 


senting 


the different cougressional districts, for recelvng 
commutation money under the last draft or any 
other draft that may hereafter occur. 


INTERNAL DUTIES. 


Mr. BOUTWELL, by unanimous consent, 





ubmitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

R lved, ‘Vhat two thousand eopies of the tabular stat 
ment moneys received from internal duties, as required 
l hirty-third section of the one hundred and nine 
teenth chapter of the statutes of 1862, be printed for the use 
of the ‘Treasury Department. 


CRIMES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. DUMONT, by unanimous consent, sub- 
ed the following resolution; which was read, 


( sider d, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Viiat the Judiciary Committee be instructed 
to inquire Whether there is any statute punishing larceny 
upon the property ofthe United States by any Federal court, 


when the crime is notcommitted on the high seas nor at 
places over which the United States has exclusive juris 
3 and that they also inquire whether there is any 

tute whereby a person murdering a marshal or other 
officer of the United States in the discharge of his duty is 
punishable by judgnientofa United States court, unless the 
ling is ata place over which the United States has ex 

ve jurisdiction; and that they report by bill or other 


POLITICAL PRISONERS. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I ask the unanimous con- 


t of the House to submit the following resolu- 
tion? 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
cuully requested, and that the Seerctary of State and 
the Secretary of War be directed, to report and furnish to 
this House the names of all persons, it any there are, ar 


| 


ery 


( 


ind held in prison or confinement in any prison, tort, 
ther place whatsoever, for political offenses or any other 
tileged offense against the Government or authority of the 


United States, by the order, command, consent, or know! 
edge of them or either of them respectively, and who have 
not been charged, tried, or convicted betore anv civil or 
®iminal (not military) court of the land, together with th 


charge against such person or cause forsuch arrest and im- 


prisonment, if there be any, and the name of the prison, 


lort, or place where they are severally kept or confined. 
Abs 


oth 
or 


Whether with or without trial, and if tried, before what 


court. 
Mr. GRINNELL. 
OVERLAND MAIL. 


I object. 


Mr. COLE, of California, by unanimous con- | 
Sent, presented joint resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the State df California on the overland 
mail; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 


printed, 


DEVELOPMENT OF MINERAL RESOURCES. 


Mr. JULIAN, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, reported back House 
bill No. 140, to provide for the development of the 
mineral resources of the United States, and of the 
public domain; which was ordered to be printed, 


and recommitted to the same committee. 


» Whether any person or persons for any alleged like 
ise have been banished or sentirom the United States, 
from the States notin rebellion to the rebellious States, 
and the names, times, alleged offense or cause thereof, and 


| INTERNATIONAL STATISTICAL CONGRESS. 
|} Mr. STEBBINS. 


} 
I SK unanimous consentto 
} ' 


| submit the following resolution: 
| Resolved, That the 8 tary of State be requested to 
i} transmit to this House, i tir mpatible withthe public 
| interest, a copy [1 reporta i n nving documents 
made tot Sta Department by Mr. Samuel B. Rugg 
in December last, of the pr ding Internation 
Statistical Congress at ber ion the sub) tof unl in 


Weights, measur 


‘ ti d cuiiis,. 
(| Mr. STEVENS. My impression is that that 
has been done already. 

Mr.STEBBINS. I[thinkthe resolution which 
was passed related toanother subject. 


There was no objection, and the resolution was 
adopted. 


CONSTANCE READ. 


Mr. SLOAN. I ask unanimous consent to in- 
troduce a bill expla: 


iatory of the act authorizing 
| the payment of prize money, due to Commander 
| Abner Read, to his widow, Constance Read. 


| Mr. HOLMAN. | object 
SUSPENSION 


Mr. KING. Lask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit the following resolution. Il would like to 
have it adopt d to-day; but if there be obj ction 


OF TAXES. 


Ways and Means: 
Resolved by the House 


curring therein, 
nue, under the 


of Represe ntatives, 
That the Commissione 
direction of the 
suspend the collect 


the Senate con 
rot Internal Reve 
Secretary of the Treasury, 


ing Of taxes forliternairevenue trom the 

|| loyal Union citizens and sufferers in the counties of Jack 

}} son, Cass, Bates, and Vernon, inthe State of Missouri. by 

|} reason of a military order forcing these citizens to abandon 
their homes, their property, and all their material intere 


| by which they are so reduced in means as to render most 
| oppressive, if not impossible, for them to pay said tixes at 
present; and that said suspension be ordered for such time 


1} ~ 


a¢ iby tie Sec 


and under such regulat 
retary of the Treasury. 


Mr. ELIOT. I do not object if it be referred. 

Mr. HARDING. ] object, Il am per 
mitted to move an amendment to include Ken 
tucky. 

Mr. KING. I move that the resolution be re 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HARDING. I object. 

Mr. KING. I will accept t 
amendment. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 
NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
the House to su 


ions as may be prescribes 


+ | ‘ 
unless 


1 


he 


mit the following resolution: 


| 
' 
| by a ple dge of United States stocks, and to provide for the 
|} circulation and redempt 
1} 1863, and to rely upon the fe 
United States for th ney of the 


cie basis shall | restorea ? 





gal-tender note 


s issued by the 
country until the spe 








| will move that it be referred to the Committee of 


centleman’s 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of repealing an 
}} act entitled **An actto providea national currency secured 


ion thereof,” approved February 25, 


I ask unanimous consent of 


| Mr. STEVENS. 1 object. 

' 

| CONSTRUCTION OF FORTS 

i 

| . ; : 

| Mr. MOORHEAD, by unanimo consent, in- 

| troduced the following resolution; which was r ad, 

| considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed 

|| to inquire into the expediency of reporting at ll providing 

| for the payment of labor perform imd materials used in 

| the construction of forts, fortifications, rifle-pits. and other 

| defenses which were constructed by the direction of the 
War Department and under the superintendence of the en 
gineers and other off rid De tment; al f i“ 
payment of damages to | lL used and tor crops destroyed 
by such erections and constructions. 

| — “ 7 — . . 
BOUNTIES TO FISHING VESSELS. 

| Mr. ELIOT asked unanimous consent to in- 

. , ® } 

}} troduce the following resolution: 

1] Be it enacted hy the Senat ! House of Representatives 

of the United Stat f Ameri i Con L98¢ , That 
| the allowance of bounty to certain vessels cur ed in the 
Bank and other cod fisheries, as provided for in the act 


| July 29, 1813, entitled “*An act laying a duty on imported 

| salt, granting a bounty on pickled fish exported, and allow 

| ances to certain vessels employed in the fisheries,”’ and t 

| act of March 3, 1819, amendatory thereof, shall not her 
after be paid to uch vessel until satisteetory proot 
shall have been furnished tothe colleetor of cust , 

| with the payment of such bounty that the imp y im 

| posed by law on foreign salt imported into the United Stat 

| has been duly paid ill foreign salt used in rt i 
on Which the claim to tl llowance fboun is based 

| 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman w llow me to 

amend so as to put a bounty on cat-fish and suck 

| , Br ¢ 

| ers I will not object. 

| Mr. ELIOT. The gentleman will excuse me. 


| Mr. COX. 





rn | ’ . i . 
Then | object to the introductior 


' 
i 
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| 








YOR 


of the resolution. Western interests are not con- 


sulted at all. 
DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, by unanimous con- 


sent, introduced the fol 


wing resolution; which 
was read, « id red, and agreed to: 

R I i lent be requested, if in his opin 
hor ith the public toterest, to communi 
ule tot ul seal dipl i espo dence ou he 
pet nt stat Mexico sinee that published by the Thirty 
Seventh Congress. Alsoall the dispatches of Hon. B. A. 
lurpin, minister to Venezuela, relating tothe change in that 
republic trom a constitutional form of government to the 
government of General Paez. Also all the correspondence 
between the Secretary and Henry T. Blow and B,D. Cul- 


ver, the one late and the other present United States min 
ister to Venezuela, 


PRESQUE ISLE DIST! 
Mr. SCOFIELD, by unanimous co: t, mu 
troduced a bill to change the name of the district 


Pr to 


which 


and port of the district 
of Erie; s read a | 


and re fi rre d to the Committ eon Com 


sque Isl 


wa ul 


hrst 
merce, 
POST ROUTES IN KANSAS, 

Mr. WILDER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas, asking fora post route from Atchison 
to ‘Topeka, it 
referred to t 


Po 


1 the State of Kansas; which was 
he Committee on the Post Office and 
Roads. 
Also, a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansa 
from Rising Sun via Osawkie and Grasshopper 
Falls, in the State of Kansas; which was referred 
to Committee on the Post Office and Post 


s, asking Congress to declare a post route 


5 
the 
Roads. 


CAVALRY ARMS 
Mr. WILDER, by sent, also 


presented a concurrent re solution of the Leg 
ture of Kansas, asking Congress 


st be 


FOR KANSAS. 
unanimous con 


the 


for two thou 
turned ove 
Governor of Kansas; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs 

INDIANS IN 

Mr. WILDER, by unanimous 
presented a con solution of the Legisla- 
ture of Kansas, petitioning Congress to pass a 
law the 
Kansas; which was referred to the C 
Indian Affairs. 

FREEDMEN’S AFFAIRS. 

Mr. ELIOT. I call 
business: 

The SPEAKER. 
thre 
table the vote taken yesterday, by which the bill 
to establish a Bureau of Fre edmen's Affairs 


passed. 

Mr. COX. I demand the yeas and hays upon 
to lay on the tabl 
Mr. ELLIOT. I withdraw the motion to re 


j 
SiGet, 


Mr. COX. 


ind of cavalry arms to to 


KANSAS. 


conse nt, also 


urrent re 


w for removal of Indians from the State of 


ymimittee on 


for the regular order of 


The regular order of bu 


motion to reconsider and lay 


i- 
ness it upon the 


wag 


motion 


on- 


I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from 
Ohio vote with the majority? 

Mr. COX. I did not. 

The SPEAKER, 
renew the motion, 

Mr. MALLORY. Cannot the gentleman re- 
new it by unanimous consents 

The SPEAKER. He « 

Mr. COX. IL ask unanimous ci 


Then the gentleman cannot 


an. 
mnsentto renew 
th motion 


Mr. ELIOT. 


orde rot bu 


I object; and call for the regular 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 
TheSPEAKER. The busines 
onofabi H.R 


snextinorder is 


No. 66) 


oncern- 


ine the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
report d back Jan mary 12, 1864, with an amend- 
mentsam Iment greed to, ordered to be printed, 
nd the further ce ideration pé tponed to Thurs 
day, J uary 21 

The bill, which was read, provide sthat the ju- 

hiet of the Court of Claims shall not ex- 
nd to or include any claim against the [ ted 
S wing out of the destruction or pro- 
priation of or damage to property by the Army 
or N ivy, ore ny part of the Arn y of Nav VV, en- 


caged in the suppression of the rebellion, from 


th mmencement to the close theres 


we eC 






Oh a 


910 


Mr. WILSON. 


I demand the previous ques- 


tion on that bill 

Mr.. THOMAS. I hope the gentleman will 
ailow me to move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will tate to the 
p jar rom Maryla d that the bill reported 


\ im wa 


tponed until the same day to which 
this bill was postponed, , 

Mr. WILSON. I will hear what the gentle- 
man from Maryland has to s ly. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ido not know what motion 
the gentleman from Iowa has submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
has demanded the previous question, 

Mr. THIOMAS. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that call for the previous question and 

low me to: san amendment to the pending 

hat. 1 J now hold in my hand, and which 

Dec printed for the information of the House. 
Mr. WILSON. I wish to make an inquiry of 
the Spe ker. Was not the bill to which the gen- 
tleman from Maryland refers reported from the 
Comniittee on the Judici iry on the same day on 
which this bill was re ported? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I will state to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland that the bill which he 
to offer as an amendment to this bill will 
we the next report in order, 

Mr. THOMAS. I will explain my object, if 
the gentleman will allow meamoment. As is 
very well understood by the House, the bill be- 
fore us is one of vital importance to all the border 
States. The judges of the Court of Claims have 
signified, | believe, in an informal manner, that 
under the existing law they will take jurisdiction 
of claims of two several characters. One of these 
is a class of claims which | presume the House 
would not hesitate a moment to pay if the subject 
were brought fairly under their consideration. 
The class of claims to which | refer comprehends 
el! cases where officers of the Army have taken and 
applied to the uses of the Army the property of 
persons, but have given them no certificates such 
as the forms and modes of proceeding of the War 
Department require, and that will enable them to 
ovoltain pay. 

The Court of Claims have signified that they 
will entertain jurisdiction inall that class of claims 
which grow out of the occupation of the border 
States by our armies, of the plundering and the 
unauthorized depredations sometimes committed 
by our soldiers, and the appropriation sometimes 
to the uses of the Army of the property of the 
people of the border States. 

Now, I donotthink that when the House come 
to understand this subject they will agree to de- 
prive the Court of Claims of all jurisdiction in 
both the classes of cases to which I refer without 
substituting for it some other tribunal, some other 
mode of redress to which the people may resort 

I propose, therefore, if the gentleman will with- 
draw his demand for the previous question, to 
submit the two amendments which IL hold in my 
hand to the bill now under consideration, so that 
when we take from the Court of Claims the juris- 
diction in these cases, we may substitute for that 
jurisdiction some other tribunal. 

One of my amendments—and they are so framed 
as to enable the House toact s¢ parately uponeach 
of them—proposes to authorize the Quartermaster 
General, or the Commissary General of Subsist- 
ence to take testimony in each several case of 

laim, and if satisfied that the property has been 


bial 


prope sos 


applied to the uses of the Government, to pass 
that claim over to the Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury and direct it to be adjusted and settled. I 
will send my amendments to the Clerk’s desk and 
have them read, and then, pe rhaps, what I hav 
to say will be better understood. 

Mr. WILSON. Idonot yield for the purpose 
of having the amendments offered. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield 
for the purpose of having them read? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. I have no objec- 
tion to having them read, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentlemar from Maryland that the bill proposed 
by him at an amendment will come up next in 
order after this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the Chair will allow me to 
respond to that kind admonition I will say that 
lam unwilling to vote to deprive the Court of 
Claims of jurisdiction in these cases without sub- 
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stituting some other tribunal to decide upon these 
claims. 


The amendments were read, as follows: 


Sec. 2. ind be it further enacted, That al! claims for 
quartermaster’s stores actually furnished to the Army of 
the United States may be submitted to the Quartermaster 
General of the United States, accompanied with such proofs 
as cach claimant can present of the facts in his case; and 
it shall be the duty of the Quartermaster General to cause 
such claim tobe examined, and if convinced that it is just, 
and that the stores have been actually received or taken 
for the use of said Army, then to report each case to the 


Third Auditor of the Treasury, with a recommendation for | 


settlement. 

Sec. 3. and be it further enacted, That all claims for sub 
sistence actually furnished to said Army may be submitted 
to the Commissary General of Subsistence, accompanied 
with such proof as each claimant may have to offer; and it 
shall be the duty of the Commissary General of Subsistence 
to cause each claim to be examined, and if convinced that 
it is just, and that the subsistence has been received or 
taken aetually for the use of said Army, then to report each 
case for payment to the Third Auditor of the Treasury with 
a recommendation for settlement. And the action of the 


Quartermaster General, and of the Commissary General of | 


Subsistence, as the case may be, and of the accounting offi 
cers of the ‘Treasury, shall be final and conclusive upon 
such claims, which may be paid either by special requisi 
tion and warrant, or by a disbursing officer of the quarter 
master and subsistence depurtinents, as the case may be, 
or as may in each case be most proper or convenient; and 
the officers paying shall be relieved from all liability for, or 
on account of, the property so paid for. 7 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That there shall be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, one commissioner 
and one solicitor of claims for the district composed of the 
States of Maryland, Pennsylvania, and the District of Co- 
lumbia; one commissioner and one solicitor forthe district 
composed of the States of West Virginia, Ohio, and Indi 
ana; one commissioner and one solicitor for the district 
composed of the States of ‘Tennessee, Kentucky, and [li- 
nois; and one commissioner and one solicitor for the dis- 
trict composed of the States of Missouri and Kansas, who 
shall severally hold their respective offices during the pleas- 
ure of the President, and be entitled for their services to a 
salary of $—— each per annum, to be paid quarterly, and 
such other sums as shall actually be expended or incurred 


by them for traveling expenses in the discharge of their | 


duties under this act, and certified as reasonable by the 
Secretary of War or First Comptroller of the Treasury. 
Sec. 5. nd be it further enacted, That each of said com- 
missioners shall appoint a clerk and marstial for his district, 
whoshall hold uveir offices during the pleasure of said com- 


missioners, and perform such duties as may be required of || 


them under this act. The clerk shall receive a salary of 
$—, and the marshal a salary of $——, to be paid quar- 
terly, and, in addition, the amounts they shall actually ex- 
pend for traveling expenses in discharging their duties under 
this act, aud which shall be certified as reasonable by the 
Sceretary of Waror the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 
And said commissioners, solicitors, clerks, and marshals 
shall each take and subseribe an oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and faithfully discharge the 
duties of their respective offices, and shall, in addition, take 
and subseribe the oath of allegiance required by the act of 
Congress passed August 6, 1861; which oaths shall be filed 
in the War Department. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That said commission- 
| ers shall severally have cognizance of all claims against the 
| United States arising in their respective districts, and which 

shall be presented to them by any person who, during the 

present rebellion, has sustained, or may sustain, damages 
by injury to or destruction of any property which has been 
or may be injured or destroyed by the use or occupation of 
our Army, or of any division or portion thereof: Provided, 
however, Thatall claims embraced in the provisions of this 
act not presented tor adjustment and allowance within 
| three years alter the close of the present civil war or the 
suppression of the rebellion shall be forever barred. 
sec. 7. 4nd be it further enacted, That the claimant or 
claimants who may present his claim under this act shall 
in every case make outan accountagainst the United States, 
| containing the items of such damages and losses, together 
with a statement of the circumstances attending the same, 
and names of the officers who commanded the troops by 
whom the damages or losses were occasioned, the time 
when, as near as may be, and place where, such losses and 
damages Were sustained, which account shall be verified 
by the oath of the claimant to the effect that the account 
presented by him or her to said commissioner for adjudi- 
cation is accurately stated; and that the prices charged are 
reasonable ; and that the amount claimed is justly due after 
allowing all just credits and set-offs ; that neither the whole 
or any part of said claim has been assigned or transferred, 
except as therein stated; and that he, she, or they have act- 
ually sustained the damages charged in said account as 
having been done to his, her, ortheir property by the troops 
of the United States, over and above the value of the por- 
tions of said property which remained after its injury or de- 


been done by reason of any fraud, connivance, collusion, 
or procurement of the said claimant, or any other person or 
persons in his, her, or their behalf; and that no payment 


has been received by the claimant, or any person for him, 1} 


for any part of said claim except as stated in said account; 
and that he has not given any receipt or voucher except as 
stated in said account, by wiich any officer of the United 
States or other person has received or can receive, as claim- 
ant believes, a credit therefor from the United States. Said 
claimant or claimants shall also exhibit and prove to said 
commissioner, his, her, or their title to the property, and 
the extent of their share or interest therein; and also fur- 
nish them with the names of all other persons, if there be 
any, who have any share or interest in said property, and 
their residence, as far as may be. Before presenting said 


| claims to said commissioner the party or parties making the || 


j 


|| entirely foreign to the subject-matter. 
struction; that the same damage or destruction has not || 








March 2, 
same shall publish in such public newspaper as shall be 
designated by the commissioner, published in or near the 
county in which he, she, or they reside, once in each week 
for four consecutive weeks, a notice containing a statement 
of the particulars and grounds of said claim, the locality of 
the property injured or destroyed; and that the same wil] 
be presented to the commissioner of claims ander this act 
for adjudieation, which notice shall state under whose ay- 
thority, or under what circumstances, the property for 
which a claim is made was damaged, lost, or destroyed, 
Due proof of said publication shall accompany any account 

| or claim presented to said commissioner under this act. 

Sec. 8. nd be it further enacted, That said solicitor of 

claims shall represent the Government of the United States, 

and attend the examination of parties and witnesses in re- 

lation to any claim which may be pending before said com- 

missioner of their respective districts, prepare interrogato- 
|| ries and cross-interrogatories, and superintend the taking 
|| of testimony, and render such other services as may be re- 
quired of him froin time to time by said commissioner. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That any person who 
|| shall corruptly practice, or attempt to practice, any fraud 
|| against the United States in the statement or proof of any 
|| claim, or any part of any claim, against the United States 
| under this act, shall forfeit the same to the Government; 
and it shall be the duty of said commissioner, in such cases, 
to make a special report of the fact®and fraud which was 
practiced, or attempted to be practiced, to the Secretary of 
War; and in case he shall approve and concur in said re- 
| port, the claimant shall be forever barred from prosecuting 
| said claim. 

Sec. 10. nd be it further enacted, That each commis- 
| sioner shall have power to issue subpenas to require the 
attendance of witnesses for examination before said com- 
missioners, Which subpenas shall have the same force as 
if issued by a district court of the United States, and com- 
pliance therewith may be compelled under such rules and 
orders as said commissioner shail prescribe, and, for the 
purpose of compelling the attendance of such witnesses, 
and taking their testimony, said commissioner shall have 
all the power of said district court. 

Sec. Ll. And beit further enacted, That each commis- 
sioner shall adopt such rules and regulations for carrying 
this act into execution as the President of the United States 
shall approve, and publish the same for eight weeks suc- 
cessively in the newspapers in the several States and Terri- 
tories in which the laws of the United States are published, 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That each commis- 
sioner shall have power to hold their sessions at such times 
and places, in their respective districts, as they shail deem 
|| proper and conducive to the public interestand convenience 
of claimants. They may also, in their discretion, make a 
personal examination of any farm, boat, plantation, build- 
ing, Or propertyin relation to which any claim for losses or 
|| damages shall have been presented. They shall also have 
power to examine on oath any claimant, and all other per- 
sons, in relation to said claim, who have any knowledge 
thereof; and shall cause the testimony so taken to be re- 
duced to writing and signed by the person taking the same; 
and shall return said testimony, with their proceedings and 
their several opinions in writing in relation to said claims, 
respectively, to the Secretary of War; and it shall be bis 
duty to lay the same before the Congress of the United 
States at the commencement of the session next succeed- 
ing said return, to the end thatsuch provision may be made 
for the relief of the claimants as shall be deemed just and 
| proper. 
| Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That said commis- 
sioners shall not take cognizance of any claim against the 
|| United States for any person who has in any manner fa 
| vored or supported a secession ordinance in any State, or 
has engaged, or shall at any time engage, in the present 
rebellion against the Government of the United States, or 
| given aid and comfort to those engaged in said rebellion. 
And it shall be the duty of each of said commissioners to 
inquire into and take testimony as to the loyalty of gvery 
| person who has sustained loss or damage to his or her prop- 

erty during the present rebellion, and who may present their 
| claims under this act; and also as to whether the said per- 
| sons in any manner favored or supported a secession ordi- 
nance in any State, or in any manner supported or favored 
rebellion against, or resistance to, the laws of the United 
States. And no person who has engaged, or shal! at any 
| time engage, in the present rebellion against the Govern- 
ment ofthe United States, or been at any time hostile to 
such Government, or given aid and comfort to those engaged 
in said rebellion, shall derive any benefit under this act. 
°° 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I cannot give 
way for the gentleman from Maryland to offer 
the two bills that have been read as amendments. 
In the first place the committee authorized me fo 
_ report the first bill that has been read as an amend- 
ment, (sections two and three.) That bill is the 
next pending report, and will come up in regular 
order for consideration, The other bill has not 
| been before the Judiciary Committee. It emanates 

from some other quarter, and treats of matters 
I cannot 
consent to have the report loaded down with a 
proposition of this kind. 
| Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish the House to under- 
stand something about these claims, in order that 
we may protect the Government and sree? 
against these enormous claims. 
to read the following letter from the Solicitor of 
the War Department, addressed to the gentleman 
from Illinois, (Mr. Wasnsurne. } 
The Clerk read, as follows: 
War DepaRTMENT, 
| Wasninoron City, January 15, 1864. 


Sir: Your letter of the 13th instant bas been received, 
in which you have requested me to * state, if consistevt 
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with my views of public duty, the nature, extent, and char- 
acter of the various elaims which have come to my notice 
against the Government, growing out of the loss and de- 
struction of property during the presentrebellion ; and also 
to make any general suggestions on the subject that may 
mi proper. ’ 
In reply I have the honor to state that a great variety of 
claims have been made against the United States, growing 
out of the loss or destruction of property in the southern 
States. Damages have been claimed by loyal citizens who 
have always resided in the northern States for real estate 
situated in the rebellious districts, and taken into posses- 
sion of the Union troops for military purposes, as for quar- 
ters or for storage, or hospitals, barracks, &c. 

Damages have also been asked by the same class of per- 
sons for personal property, as cotton, sugar, flour, horses, 


ger 


mules, wagons, agricultural implements, money of the Uni- | 


ted States, money of the confederates, hay, grain, corn, and 
ll kinds of forage; wood for burning, and wood cut down 
put not removed trom the spotwhen cut; and damages for 
crops trampled or eaten up by our cavalry, &c. 

But by tar the larger, proportion of claims are made by 
versons residing in the disloyal districts for every species of 
real and personal property alleged to have been used, in- 
jured, seized, or destroyed, by our troops; fences burned, 
crops trampled down or consumed by the Army; horses, 
mules, beet cattle captured, seized, and taken away; money, 
furniture, and household articles lost or stolen ; cotton cap- 
tured, burned, used, lost, or damaged by dirt or otherwise 
in the use of it for military or naval forees., Every variety 
of personal property lawtully captured by our forces has 
been claimed or damages have been demanded for its use, 
detention, or destruction. Rents are continually requested 
for the use of real estate seized by our troops; property 
which has been condemned as lawful prize in our courts 
has been claimed, or its value in damages, 

And what is singular, every claimant purports on affida- 
vits to be @ LOYAL CITIZEN, even When in some cases it 
is well Known to the Department that the party really in- 
terested in the claim is actively engaged in rebellion at the 
time the claim is presented. 

tespectable gentlemen, in many oecasions, act as claim 
agents on behaif of the party interested. 

Often it happens that shift is made in the title or appa- 
rent title of property in order that the party making the ap- 
plication may be deemed loyal. And were we to regard 


the evidence presented to this Department as conclusive | 


on the question of loyalty, it would be doubtful whether 
there is or ever Was a disloyal person in the seceded States, 

Many claims have been made tor property seized in at- 
tempts to violate the laws regulating the commerce with 
the inhabitants of the rebellious States. Few, if any, in- 
stances have occurred of claims for restoration of property 
seized in transitu on its course from Maryland, New York, 
or other States, to Virginia, without being accompanied by 
testimony of the loyalty, honesty, and high character of the 
criminal, even where he has been arrested and caught in 
the act of violating the law. 

Rebel printing offices have been gutted out, secession 
houses have been burned, arms and munitions of war have 
been seized, vessels have been used, seized or captured by 
our forees, railroads have been taken for military use, their 
rolling stock has been worn out, tracks have been destroyed, 


bridges burnt or blown up, and every form of devastation | 


and destruction has been inflicted on the enemy’s property 
by our armies, 

From all these injuries, the inevitable result of warlike 
operations, claims arise against the Government from some 
persons claiming to be*LoyaL; even though residing in the 
districts at war with us. Whenever the armies move they 
scatter broadcast the prolific seed which will ripen into 
claims against the Government. 


As to the character of these claims, so faras known to |! 
ine, some of them have buta slight foundation infact, many | 


are purely fictitious, and a large proportion of them have 
heen exorbitant and unreasonable. 

Sometimes the amount of annual rent demanded for a 
plece of real estate is equal to half or the whole of its value. 
The valuation placed upon many articles has been more 
than ten times their real worth; and as ageneral statement 
these claims are of so gross and outrageous a character as 
to stamp them as fraudulent. 


Although some claims of this class are fairly stated, yet | 


it would seem as though it were thought fair game by some 
claimants to rob the ‘Treasury to any practicable extent. 


In answer to the inquiry as to the amountof these claims | 


Which have been or will be brought against the Govern- 
ment, I can only say that itis impossible to ascertain the 
aggregate. I believe that hundreds of millions of dollars 
Will be required to satisfy these demands. 

(f it were now understood that they were allowed and 


promytly settled in the War Department and paid by the | 


‘Treasury,.1 do not believe that we could carry on the war 
three months, for want of money or credit. 

[ look upon the army of claimants as really quite as for- 
midable to the Government as the army of rebels; and if 
this great and impending danger is not looked in the face, 
and promptly and decisively met by Congress, I shall feel 
a dimineshed confidence in the ultimate preservation of our 
national honor, 

In regard to all claims arising in the rebellious districts 
of the character above described, [ have uniformly refused 
to acknowledge their legal validity, whether the claimant is 
loyal or otherwise. I have, not felt at liberty to waive the 
legal right of the Government to act according to its own 
Will and pleasure in recognizing these obligations. The 
question as to what shall and what shall not be conceded 
to persons, whether loyal or disloyal, friendly or hostile, 
who reside in those parts of the country now in rebellion, 
is a question of public policy to be settled by Congress. 
Congress may or may not assome such obligations. If 
they should amount to hundreds of millions of dollars, 


Congress may refuse by recognizing them to add such an | 


amount to our national debt; but if they should be of com- 
a trifling amount, a different policy might be jus- 
ined, 
Pertra 
What is 
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Ps the time has not yet arrived when we can tell | 
est to be done; for we do not know when the war | 


will end, what willbe the amount of our debt, nor what 
the extent of demands upon our national resources. 
It therefore seems tome that We ought not to allow any 
court or tribunal to pass upon this class of claims in antici 
; pation of the action ot Congress, however small the amount 
|| involved may be, and the Government ought not to com 
mit itsell through any of its iegisiative or executive de part- 
ments or through the Court of Claims, or by any commis- 
sioners or other functionaries, to anacknowh dgmentof the 
|| Validity of claims of persons residing or having property in 
rebellious districts while the war is going on. 5 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
i} WILLIAM WHITING, 
| Solicitor of the War Department. 
Hon. Exrrav B. Wasusurne, U. S. Ho. of Reps. 

Mr. WILSON. That letter, sir, presents the 
|} views of the case that obtained when all these 
| claimants were pressing their claims upon the 
War Department for adjustment. The Solicitor 
of that Department decided not to entertain them. 
Then the claimants turned their attention to the 
Court of Claims, and there they are seeking every 
|| avenue of approach to the public Treasury. I[ 
hold in my hand the record of one case now pend- 
ing in the Court of Claims. It was sent to me 
by a gentleman who is acting as attorney for the 
claimant, in order that | might see how great 
would be the hardship imposed on claimants if 
Congress should determine to withhold this juris- 
diction from the CourtofClaims. Itis as follows: 

“The petition of, Mrs. Virginia Scott to this honorable 
court respectfully shows : 

“That she is, and always has been, loyal to the Govern 
ment of the United States. ‘That site is the owner and oc 
cupant of certain lands in Fairfax county, Virginia, which 
| have been oecupied by the forces of the United States. 
That she has thereby suffered damage to the extent of 
$37,193 75, in the following particulars: 

* Three acres and upward of wood cut down and used, 
| of the value of $450. Two thousand five hundred and 
|| thirty-five panels of worm-fence, of the value of $1,826 25, 
carried off. 
hay, hogs, eattle, and poultry destroyed up to July 29, 1361, 
amounting in value to $1,535; and since said last mentioned 
time, two hundred bushels of rye, of the value of $170. 
Five hundred bushels of oats, to the value of $250. ‘Two 


$187 50. Two hundred and fitty bushels of green corn, 
| amounting to $975. Garden vegetables to about the value 
}| of $100; besides much other damage to growing crops, which 
cannot be exactly ascertained and computed. A horse- 
shed, outbuildings, the underground pipes, water reservoir, 
} and hydraulic ram, formerly attached to the mansion, taken 
down and carried off, to the value of $500. One carriage 
horse, worth $300. Farming utensils to the value of $500, 
[njuries to the dairy, the blacksmith’s shop, and the iron 
| fenee around the grounds adjacent to the mansion, to the 

extent of $400, ‘Thirty-four negroes, of whom the petitioner 
|} is the owner and entitled to their services, induced to run 
away by the soldiers; which services aforesaid this peti- 
tioner computes at least at 30,000, 

“And your petitioner further shows that a part of this 
claim, to wit, the loss accruing before July 29, 1861, alore- 
| said, has been submitted to the War Department by Brig- 
adier General O. O. Howard, but that no notice has appa 
rently been taken of it. And further, that she is the only 
and sole owner of this claim. 

« Wherefore she €sks that she may receive relief for the 
loss and injury aforesaid in the said suin of $37,193 75.”? 





Thirty thousand dollars out of the $37,193 75 
claimed is asked as comp nsation for negroes who 
ran away from the estate. And this is but one 
| of many claims of this character being pressed 
|| on the attention of the Court. Unless we take 


diction of these cases from the Court of Claims, 
|| we will find, as the Solicitor of the War Depart- 
ment states, that hundreds of millions of dollars 
will be required to satisfy these claims. It may 
be that many of these claims should be paid, but 
we cannot pay them now. They must wait. 
They must pass along with the events of this 
war, and be adjudicated and paid when we can 
|| more fully consider them and provide for their 
payment. We cannot do it now. 

There is another feature in these cases to which 
1 wish to call the attentionof the House. When 
these claims are regoived into judgments by the 
Court of Claims, Congress has no further juris- 
diction over them. If, in the case to which I 
have referred, the court should rendera judgment 
to pay $30,000 for the negroes escaped, Congress 
has no remedy but to direct its payment, under 
the seventh section of the act of March 3, 1863. 
After the judgment is rendered, all that is required 
to enable the party to get his money from the 
Treasury is to have a certified copy of the judg 
| ment to present to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
It may be saitl that Congress will have to make 
an appropriation. That is true. But we must 
remember that we have established this court, 
conferred upon it certain jurisdiction, authorized 
it to enter judgment, and provided that that judg- 
ment, when certified to the Treasury Department, 











IONAL GLOBE. 


‘Twenty acres of wheat, twenty-five tons of 


hundred and fitty bushels of potatoes, to the value of 


|| this matterintoour own hands, and withhold juris- | 
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shall be paid. So that we will be put in the atti- 
tude of repudiation, unless we make appropria- 
tions to pay the judgments rendered by this court. 

I submit to the House whether we can at this 
time provide for the satisfaction of these claims, 
leaving out of consideration the question as to 
whether the citizen has a right to demand satis- 
faction at the hands ef Government. We all 
know that all of these cases against the Govern- 
ment are based on a mere matter of grace, and 
notas amatterof right. No citizen has the right 
to demand of the Government compensation for 
injuries growing out of acts of the war. The 
compensation extended by the Government to the 
citizen is based upon the grace of the Government, 
and not upon the right of the citizen, 

Mr. STEVENS. Will the gentleman let me 
ask him a question? 

|| Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 
| Mr.STEVENS. Do | understand him to say 
that the damages sustained by individuals from 
the Government itself, by the order of its gen- 
erals,do not furnish a just claim against the Uni- 
| ted States? 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to ask the gen- 
| tleman from Pennsylvania to inform the House, 
if it were not for the Court of Claims how any 
citizen could sue the Government? If it were not 
for that, how could any suit be brought against 
the Government? 

Mr. STEVENS. When damage was caused 
by the Government, that no remedy was granted 

| did not affect the right of the citizen, for that ex- 
ists all the time until satisfied. 

Mr. WILSON. I speak of the legal right of 
citizens to demand legal satisfaction. I say it 
never did exist since the first time it was declared 
that the king could do no wrong. 

Now, if it were not, as I have stated, for the ex- 
istence of the Court of Claims, no citizen could 

| bring a suit against the Government. It isa mere 

|| matter of grace. We must not forget, sir, that 
the existence of the Governmentis of much more 

\| importance to all of the citizens than the imme- 

|| diate paymentof any claims of any portion of the 
people of the country. It is not just, it is not 

| right that these claims should be pressed upon the 
Government for adjustment and payment which 
will deprive us of the means of carrying on the 
war by the payment of the Army and the other 
necessary expenses of the Government, It is im- 
possible that we should do it. ‘ 

1 am willing that the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary by the gentleman from 

| Maryland (Mr. Tuomas] shall be taken up and 
passed, which provides for a class of cases which 
| should be provided for—that is, where property 
has been taken for the use of the Army—where 
material has been taken for the use of the quar- 
termaster and the commissary departments. I 
have no objection to the adjustment of those 
claims. They can be adjusted under the bill re- 
ported by the gentlemanfrom Maryland, Linsist 
that the Elouse should not take these two bills 
together. They have no connection with each 

| other. One refers to the Court of Claims and the 
other to the commissary of subsistence. 

I therefore ask the gentleman from Maryland 
not to oppose this bill because I have refused to 

| let this amendment come in, but to adopt the or- 
der of the House for the consideration of the bill, 
when I have no doubt the House will pass it. L 
ask to have action on this bill at once. We must 
cut off this jurisdiction, and do it speedily. We 
must do it before these claims are passed by the 
court. We must do it for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the Treasury and to save the Government. 
Regarding this as of the utmost importance, I de- 
mand the previous question on the third reading 
and engrossment of the bill. 


Mr. THOMAS. Lask the gentleman to yield 


| 


to me a moment, 
Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, if the chairman 


of the Cammittee on the Judiciary had given at- 
tention—perhaps itis difficult todo so—to the 
proposition I have submitted for the consideration 
of the House, he would have found it entirely un- 
necessary to consume the time of the House by 
the reading of what | muststyle a clamorous let- 
ter from the War Department. Why, sir, there 
ig nothing in either of the propositions a single 
| one ofany character touching the rebellious States, 
Not one. The propositions | have submitted are 
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th mendmer which | have offered should not 
yitted to cor before this House. W iat 
proy t Vier ly that we shall take up 
rose of the whole subject-matter of these 
chun ! i the Government at one and the 
ve me; and that while we are restricting and 
removing the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 
“ ubstitute for that court some other tri- 
lu . That is all. IL should be very sorry to 
believe fora moment that the first class of claims 
provided forin my amendment will be ienored in 
t House upon any principle whatever. What 
is the nature of that class of claims? General 
McClellan, after tl battle of Ant etam, occupied 
ind possessed with hisarmy the county of Wash- 
I n, in Maryland—and when | sp ak of my 
( i mnnty I presume I s eak only what would 
| d by every Representative from the con- 
n listr sof the border States—he occu- 
pre i of country for some three or 
four weeks. | have visited that section since. It 


isnmost beautiful sec ion of country, fertile, pro- 
dl ,and highly cultivated; is occupied by as 
r. patriotic, and as faithful a population 


ction of this country, North or 


I could 


four or 


an eminence from which 


surrounding country 


Hy n In every direction, what a revolting 
pp ‘ 1 tself for contemplation ! Not 
ay we ieftot all the works of a quarter of a cen- 

ivy of diligent labor upon the part of that pop- 
ulation, not an inciosure, scarcely a house left 
standing, ho grain growing, the old crop all taken 
off, and nota living animal in view. All these 
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things were swept away, not by the enemy, but 


r Army, and ippropriated to it ust to Sup- 
wilh nec 8S8ary Subsistence. Wi do not 
un ofthe matter. We know the necessity 
existed. We do not complain of the con- 


duct of the officers upon the part of the Govern- 
ment which makes it necessary to bring this mat- 
ter up for the consideration of Congress. The 
Army have notin one 
instance out of twenty been paid for. Why? Be- 
cause the quarts rmast rs and other officers of the 
Government were negligent, or careless, or incom- 
petent, and did not give the necessary certificates 
e officers here could pay; 
they have not reported to 
these quartermaster 


supplies thus seiz d by our 


such as the account 
times because 


Depar 


and som 


the War 


tment that 


ind commissary stores have been taken and sup- 
pi d fer the use of the Army. 
Now, what does my bill, sanctioned by the 


Secretary of War, sal ction d by the entire Ju- 
Simply that the 
d the Commissary Gen- 
ill take these cases 1 
sideration, receive testimony in the 
the certificate of the quartermasters—many of 
vhom are outof the service and many dead—and 
fied that thes 
missary stores have been taken for the use of the 
Army, the Quartermaster Genefal shall refer the 
claim to the Third Auditor for final adjustment. 
That is all, and I repeat that I cannot and will 
not believe it until I see it that those gentlemen 
who happen to represent sections of this country 
over which the storm of war has not passed will 
sit here, dé ly after day 9 t oolly and deliberate ly 
appropri iting millions upon millions of dollars 
and yet refuse to those who have to share in these 


burdens any 


diciary Committee, propose? 
(Luartermast 


er il of S ibs 


rGeneralan 
istence sh 


absence of 


when sati e quartermaster and com- 


sources of the Government. Idonotconcar with 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee in the 
opinion that the finances of the country are in 
dition that the payment of these claims 
will seriously 
even if that 


such a Cor 


were so, my constituents are content 
These are claims for property that has 
been taken and applied to the uses of the Gov- 
ernment. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as to the other amendment 
which | have offered, it is nothing more than a 
transcript of a bill—modified in some particulars 
was sanctioned by the 
Claims at the last ses 


to walt. 


whi h 
sion of Congress, which 
passed the Senate, and which has been sanctioned 
by the Committee of Claims of the present Con- 


gress. Let any gentleman read that amendment 
and he will find that there is not one word in it 


that ean be nin Congress or 
tify its application to 
side of the insurrection- 

In express a is confined to 
Pennsylve ania, the District of Colum- 
Virginia, 0} iio, Illinois, Missouri, 
Tennessee, and Kentucky. It does not 
late either the rof any money from 
the ‘Treasury; it involves no promise to pay; it 
impose ligation; it merely authorizes the 
appointment of commissioners, without judicial 
powers at all or any authority to pay, merely to 
facts of the cases, that the y may here- 
after be reported to Congress for its final action. 
W hat danger is there in that, or what apprehen- 
sion can gentlemen have? 
day to be voted on ** yea ‘ 


construe d by any m 
out of Congress so as to jus 
any claims growing up it 
ary States, 
Maryland, 
bia, "West 
Kansas, 
contem! taking 


sno ol 
collect the 


‘These claims are some 
or nay.” They will 


be persisted in until they are finally disposed of 


presentatives of the whole American 
an we not as well meet them now as 
er, In this initiatory measure providing that 
testimony shall be taken anddrought before the 
next Congress, or before the present Congress at 


by tiie Ri 
peo} ie. G 


; . 
‘ 
nereal 


its next session? It will then be competent for 
Congress, not only to postpone the whole subject 
indefinitely, | slaims, with 
rreat nicety and discrimination, all these cases 
that they think proper and ignore the 
Mr. WILSON. 
man almosta 
the floor. 
Mr. THOMAS. 


don. 





balance. 
| have yielded to the gentle- 
ll of my time, and I must now claim 


I beg the gentleman’s par- 
I was not aware how rapidly time was pass- 
ine: but | have had both the Solicitor of the War 
Department and the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee to reply to. 

Mr. WILSON. I think the discussion of the 
question which the gentleman from Maryland has 


Committee of 


IONAL GLOBE. 


into con- | 


participation in the means and re- | 
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been dincussing has taken the House entirely by 
surprise; and | am not willing that it shal! 
brought before the House for action now. And 
in order to settle this matter, members 
had abundance of time to consider it, I ask 1 
House to sustain the previous question in ord: 
that it may be disposed of. 

Mr.SCHENCK. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
as to what condition this bill was left in when jt 
was last before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The bill was postponed on 
the 12th day of January until the 2lst day of Jan- 
uary; and it now comes up for the first time jp 
order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. My recollection is that the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary de- 
manded the previous question and that it was 
seconded, and that the vote seconding it was af- 
terwards reconsidered by a vote of this House w) h 
a view to debate and amend the bill. Anamend- 
ment pgoposed by myself, 
claimants under contracts, was discussed; and 
while that amendment was pending, and while 
those in favor of such an amendment proposed, 
unless the chairman of the Committee on the Jy- 
diciary agreed to admit that amendment, to send 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on th Stat 
of the Union, it was by general consent postponed, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
previous action of the House. The bill was re- 
ported from the Judiciary Committee on the 12th 
of January,and the previous question was moved 
and sustained. That was afterwards reconsidered 
by a vote of 71 to 69, which would have left th 
bill open to amendment, had it not been for the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Brown] to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state ofthe Union. The 


shaving m 


r 


pender 





of that motion prevented any ame oo nt. The 


| gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuenck] rose and 


embarrass the Government; but |} 


said that he desired to offer an amendment, which 
was debated at some length, but was not offered 
in consequence of the pendency of the motion. 
Finally, by unanimous consent, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin withdrew his motion, and tl 
bill was postponed tll the 2ist of January. It 
is now reached in regular order. The gentleman 
from Ohio, having reported the bill, was recog- 
nized, and therefore the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has not yet been properly be- 
fore the House. 

Mr.SCHENCK. I desire to have the amend- 
ment read for information, 

Mr. WILSON. I cannot.consent to the amend- 
ment, and therefore I do no#withdraw the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr.GRIDER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. WILSON. I cannot. 

Mr.GRIDER. ThenI hope the previous ques- 
tion will not be sustained. 

Mr. WILSON ealled for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wixsown and 
THOMAS were appointed. 

‘The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


ayes 40, noes 69. 


So the House refused to second the previous 
question. 

Mr.SCHENCK. I now offer this amendment: 

Add to the bill the words: 

Except in cases sounding in contract where food, forag 
or other property for the actual use of the Government his 
been taken and certificates or other evidence of indebted 
ness in writing by some officer of the United States au 
thorized tg t ike said property given therefor. 

I desire to say that I am not unfrie ndly to this 
bill, as believing in the necessity of 
le gisls ation. I have only sought to perfect that 
legislation ace ording to my best judgme = by of- 
fering the amendmentof the character of th at now 
reported, and which, when the bill was up before, 
I brought to the attention of the House. ‘This 
takes away from the Court of Claims juris¢ dictio 
in all these cases arising out of claims for prop- 
erty taken during the war.. I desire to save that 
jurisdiction by adding those words to the bill, se 
that where there is outstanding some written ev!- 
dence of property having been taken, that written 
evidence given by some officer authorized to take 
the property, and that property having been us ed 


some sui a] 





| or applied for the benefit of the Government, the 


court may have jurisdiction. If an amendment 


of that kind prevail, I will have no objection to 
vote for the bill. 

The chairman of the Judiciary Committee 15 
‘entirely mistaken in supposing that such an 


saving the rights of 
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